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406 The Prefent State of Art. 3¢. 
exiftence, neceflary Exiftence, and Uni- 
ty of the divine Nature. By John Jack- 
fon, Rector of Roffington in the County of 
York, &c. London: Printed for James, 

John, avd Paul Knapton, at the Crown 

in Ludgate-ftreet. 1735. 8vo. Pagg. 220. 





HE Publick has now for a long time been 
amus’d with a Difpute about NoTHING; 
for if ever there was fuck a one in the World, it 
is certainly this before us. The Subjeé of it 
is afirmed to be NoTHING on one Side, and 
I’m perfuaded there never will be any thing of 
Ule or Certainty made of it on either. Such 
fubtle and vain Speculations can ferve only for a 
Diverfion to metaphyfical Genius’s, who may 
find the like Pleafure in them as thofe of a groffer 
Turn do in fome corporeal Exercifes; but beyond 
this they can promote no Man’s Profperity here, 
nor have any Tendency to ennoble his Nature, or 
advance his Felicity hereafter. I have, no doubr, 
the Unhappinels of differing from Mr. Fack/on in 
this whole Sentiment; for he would never ‘fpend 
fo much Time, or employ fuch Abilities as his 
are, about fuch airy Phantoms, if he did not 
judge them to be of confiderable Solidity and Im- 
portance. 

1 know not whether after this I may not be 
cenfured for taking any farther Notice of the 
Treatife before us, or offering my Readers any 
Extradis out of an infignificant Performance; but 


if they wili recolleét what I have juft now hint- 
ed, 


+ The Nature and Exittence of Time and Space. What- 
ever other Things are incidentally confidered, this is the main 
Hinge on which the Debate turns. 
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ed, viz. that they may ferve as a kind of metaphyfical 
Recreation, and will be pleafed to know, that they 
are recommended here under no other Character, 
I hope I fhall be excufed, at the fame time that 
they are allowed a {mall Degree of Acceptance 
proportioned to their Merit. My Citations fhall 
be fuch Paffages only as have in them fomething 
peculiarly remarkable: In which I will obferve 
no other Method, but that of quoting them in 
the Order they lie, and denoting the Pages of the 
Book in which they ftand. 

Our Author (in Page 5.) thinks proper to give 
an Account, what ab/fraé Ideas are. If it ap- 
pears as abftrufe to the reft of his Readers as it 
does to me, he has laboured in vain to explain the 
Nature of them: Here follows the firft Paragraph 
ofit. Aspsrract IpeEAs (he fays) are of two 
Sorts, particular and general; and thele are either 
fimple or complex. “ An abftra& particular Idea 
** is the Idea of any Property, Quality, Power, 
“* Mode or Relation of a particular Obje& or /- 
“* deatum taken as it were from its objective Ex- 
*¢ iftent, and confidered by the Mind as belong- 
** ing or referr’d to its Objeét, and as feparate 
** from the Subftance or any other Property of it: 
‘* As when I confider the Whitene/s of the Paper 
** which I write upon, or the rectangular Figure 
** of it, without any thing elfe belonging to it. 
“ Thele are abftraét particular Ideas, the one 
<° fimple, the other complex; and their Ideatas or 
* objective Realities are the particular Properties 
** or Powers of the Body from which they are 
“* abftraéted, and which occafioned thefe Ideas 
** in the Mind.” 

Is not this now a moft perfpicuous Definition 
of an abftraét particular Idea? Or rather, on the 
contrary, how often muft a Man read it, how 
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long muft he meditate upon it, before he will be 
able to gain any clear Idea at all by it? If our Af- 
furance of the Exiftence of God depended upon 
our Comprehenfion of fuch Obfcurities as this, 
and many others of the like fort in this Treatife, 
few Minds, comparatively, would be well fatif- 
fied, or thoroughly fettled, with refpeét to this 
firft and fundamental Article of allReligton. But, 
bleffed be God, in order to our being tully con- 
vinc’d of it, we need not to be acquainted with 
any of thefe things; “ for the invifible Things of 
“¢ Him, trom the Creation of the World (or trom 
** created Objects which are expofed to every 
** one’s View) are clearly feen, being underftood 
“ by the Things that are made, even his eternal 
*¢ Power and God-head; fo that they [who re- 
** fufe to acknowledge it] are without Excufe.” + 
The next thing I find to prefent the Reader 
with, is an Argument to prove that Space 1s 
fomething really exiftent and infinite. “* The Pro- 
“¢ pertics belonging to Space (our Author fays, 
“* p. 14.) are Lndependency of Exiftence, Immobi- 
“* lity, Infinity, to be all-penetrating, all-compre- 
* bending, neceffary Exiflence and Eternity. It 
*¢ is prodigioufly abfurd to fuppofe thefe the Pro- 
“ perties of a mere Nothing, or of a mere abfivatt 
“ Idea: ‘They are evidently Properties of the 
*¢ Divine Being or God only *; and confequent- 
G6 ly 
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+ Rom. i. 20. 

* If the Properties of Space be the Properties of the Di- 
vine Being or God ONLY, does it not neceffarily follow that 
Space is Ged? J know fome that call the Efpoufers of this 
Notion Bla/themers; but to do fo is certainly wrong, 
fince, fuppofing it to be an erroneous one, as I believe moft 
wife and good Men are perfuaded it is; yet the Perfon efpou- 

ing it, doing fo upon an impartial Examination, and diligent 
Enquiry, and thinking it a genuine Reprefentation of the 
Nature of the Supreme Majefty, ought by no means to be 
deemed 
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‘* ly Space muft be a Property belonging to God 
*¢ only, and the Idea of it no other than the Idea 
“¢ of the Omniprefence or Immenfity of the one, in- 
“¢ finite, eternal, and neceffarily-exificnt Being, 
“¢ whofe Exiftence is and cannot but be (# priori) 
“¢ inferr’d from the Exiftence of Space.” Now 
to fhew that this is-a true Idea of Space, or, in 
his own more elegant Stile, ** to fhew that there 
‘¢ is no Fallacy or Affociation of Ideas in the Ex- 
*¢ plication of this Idea of Space, but that it is 
** the true Idea of it,” he fuppofes the Exiftence 
of God, and that he is a neceflarily exiftent Being 
or Subjtance endued with Properties. ** The Sub- 
“¢ ftance of God then being really and neceffarily 
** exiftent, muft be really and neceflarily every 
“* where; he mutt be neceffarily prefent in every 
*¢ Part of that Extenfion which is fhewn to be 
“* the Idea of Space; this cannot (as he pre- 
“ fumes) be denied without denying the real Ex- 
“¢ iftence of God; and if fo, it follows, 4 priori, 
“¢ again from the Nature of God and the necef- 
*¢ fary infinite Exiftence of his Subftance, that 
*¢ Space, which is prov’d to be neceflarily infi- 
** nite, muft be the Confequence of the divine 
“¢ Exiftence, and be a Property of the divine Sub- 
“¢ ftance. The /mmen/ity therefore of the divine 
** Subftance or the Omniprefence of God caufes 
*¢ Space, or rather is the true Idea of it. For if 
«¢ (as has been obferved, and is demonftrable) a 

Dd 3 °° necef- 


deemed a Blafphemer, who is only one that knowingly un- 
dervalues, or infolently reviles the Deity ; the very Thought 
of which is, I am fure, an Abhorrence to Mr. Fack/on. How- 
ever, he has plainly difcovered that Space is his Divinity ; and 
as fome may think he has therein chofen a very empty, im- 
potent, and infignificant one; fo, on the other hand, if it 
really deferves that Character, he may be faid to have by 
fearching found out God, nay almoft to have found out the 
Almighty to Perfeétion ; fince an adequate Idea of pure Space 
is perhaps the moft eafy to be framed of all others, 
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“¢ neceflarily infinite Being or Subftance exitts, 
“* Space muft exift and be the Property of it; 
** rhe Idea of neceffary Immenfity of Being and the 
*¢ Idea of Space being evidently coincident. So 
*€ that as neceffarily infinite Space a priori infers 
** a neceflarily infinite Being; fo a neceffarily in- 
“¢ finite Being confequentially infers the Exiftence 
“¢ of neceffarily infinite Space. And it comes at 
“¢ Jaft to this, that we muft either deny the Ex- 
“¢ iftence of God, or of a neceffarily exifting in- 
“ finite Being, perfect in Exiftence, that is unli- 
“¢ mited and Omniprefent; or we muft admit the 
“ real Exiftence of Space, without which God 
“¢ cannot be conccived to be prefent, or to exift 
at all.” 
Confidering the Dignity and vaft Importance 
of the Conclufion, this is indeed a very brief At« 
ument for the Exiftence of infinite Space, or of 
God. But I doubt whether it be fo abfolutely de+ 
monttrative as it appears to Mr. Fack/on. 1 cons 
fefs, tho’ I have always entertain’d in my Mind 
the Idea of boundle/s Space, 1 have never been able, 
after the utmoft Efforts, to infer from it the Exe 
iftence of an ixfinite Being, or even of any Being 
at all. I could never endow it with, or perceive 
it to have any Properties, but what might as con- 
fiftently be attributed to Noruine; nor could 
I ever conceive of it as the Attribute of any Sub- 
ftance. On the other fide, tho’ I am hardly able 
to abftract Extenfion from any real Exiftence, yet 
I don’t evidently perceive a neceflary ConneGion 
berween them. The Difficulty in this Cafe may 
arifé only ftom Prepoffeffion,; the Mind being 
continually converfant about Ideas which include 
of itnply Extenfiom, may be fo tinttured thereby, 
as to fancy it belongs to every thing which it can 
think on: But if we wowld clofely attend the 
Nature 
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Nature of Things, and obftinately repel thofe 
Prejudices which are ‘fo ready to intrude and 
mingle with our Conceptions, we fhould perhaps 
{ce {ome ground to fuppofe that the nobler Pro- 
perties of Being, Perception, Intelleétion, Power, 
Goodne/s, &c. having no Extenfion in their Idea, 
require no Expanfion as a Pre-requifite or fine gua 
non to their Exiftence: And if fo, the Exiftence 
of an infinite Being will not infer the Exiftence 
of infinite Space, unlefs Immenfity (according to 
the common Acceptation of that Word) be a 
neceflary Attribute of fuch a Being, which has 
never yet, as 1 know, been convincingly proved ; 
and if it were, tho’ it would imply infinite Space, 
it would not make it, as Mr. ‘Fack/on imagines. + 
Unmeaturable Space, ic is true, would be com- 
pleatly replenifhed by fuch an immenfe Being, but 
it need not therefore be either the Con/fequeace of 
the Divine Exiffence, or a Property of the Divine 
Subftance, as our Author will have it. So thar it 
may be this Dilemma on which he is for cafting 
Mr, Law is not fo unavoidable as he imagines. 

At the bottom of Page 28, Mr. Fack/on begins 
to jeft upon poor Mr. Fofeph Clark, whom he in- 
fults over unmercifully, for being fo filly as ro call 
upon him for a Numeration Table of an infinite 
Number, and alfo for forming fome very foolith 
Ideas of Quantity, in Oppofition to fome wifer 
ones of our Author’s. As for Example: Mr. 
Fackfow aflerts, that any two Things which have 
nothing between them, muft neceffarily coincide 
or touch. Ms. Clark thinks that two Things may 
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+ So did the moft excellent Dr. C/aré, whofe illuftrious 
Name is almoft fuficient to juitify Error.. See the 303d Page 
of his fifth Reply to Leiénitz. Both the Difputants in that 
Controverfy were extraordinary Men, but yet both of them 
in the Courfe of it afferted fome Opinions, which were not 
worthy of either of them. 
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really be at a Diftance, and not touch, and yet 
there may be Nothing between them. This, in 
Mr. Fack/on’s Opinion, is fuch a Piece of Meta- 
phyficks, as befpeaks the Owner of it a Fool; 
and I know a Perfon, who tho’ he thinks more 
refpeCifully of Mr. Fack/on, yet never thought 
him a wife Man, fince he knew that he held the 
contrary. 

But to let that pafs, asa matter in which the 
Reader is little interefted, I proceed to lay before 
him a Curiofity, which it is probable he never 
before met with, viz. Ze Numeration Table of the 
Infinity of Number, and which he owes wholly at 
this time to Mr. Yack/on’s Compafiion for Mr. 7o- 
feph Clark, whofe Weaknefs he is too generous to 
defpife without a Mixture of Pity. Nay, fo 
great is his Condefcenfion that he even labours to 
accommodate this Inftrument to his Capacity, and 
will not let it be too large for fear of puzzling 
him too much; it fhall for this Rea/on confit but 
of one Figure, and that the leaft, viz. an Unit; 
or, if it pleafes the poor Gentleman better, he 
may chufe, and have inftead of it a cubick Inch, 
or any other Quantity of folid Matter. And now, 
“6 the Fractions of this Unit or divifible Parts of 
“© this Matter are, he fays, an Lufinity of Number, 
“ or Number infinite, becaufe divifible ix infini- 
¢ tum, without Bounds or End.” 9,E.D. No- 
thing in Euclid ever was certainer, and yet fo un- 
accountably ftupid is Mankind, that a great ma- 
ny of them even of Learning have been every 
whit as blind to the Evidence of it as Mr. Clark; 
but to be fure, for the future their Eyes will be 
open, and we fhall have no farther Difputes upon 
this Head: For our Author’s Conclufion muft be 
admitted, unlefs any one will be fo wild as to fay, 
“© That the Divifion in infinitum is a finite Divifi- 
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“© on, or in finitum; or that an Unit, or a Piece 
“ of Matter, may be divided till they are annibi- 
“ Jated or divided into Nothing; or till all Exten- 
“¢ fon and Number ceafes.” 

Mr. Fackfon would have Mr. Clark ftudy this 
Numeration Table at his Leifure, and alfo thofe 
Proportions in Mathematicks which are called 
Incommenfurables. And tellshimandall the World, 
in fhort, that ** the compleateft Numeration Ta- 
“¢ die of the Infinity of Number are Duration and 
“© Space; the Infinity of Number being nothing 
“ in Reality but the actual Infinity of the Parts 
“© of Things to which Number is applicable.” 
This muft be owned to be a Conceit infinitely 
pretty, and for ought I know perfectly novel. 
Space and Duration handfomly rul’d and form’d 
into a Numeration Table! It is to be fear’d, this 
illiterate and ungrateful Age will not fufficiently 
honour the ingenious Author of this new and ufe- 
ful Invention. 

Mr. Fack/on having in the firft thirty-fix Pages 
of this Treatife given the Reader a general View 
of the prefent Controverfy, cut of which the 
foregoing Extracts are felected, proceeds in the 
Sequel of it to a particular Examination of Mr. 
Law’s Objeétions to his Arguments in Proof of 
the Exiffence and Unity of God, drawn from the 
Nature and Ideas of Zime and Space, or Eternity 
and Jmmenfity, and alfo of neceffary Exiftence. I 
fhall fill up the Remainder of this Article with a 
few Quotations out of it, in the Method I have 
hitherto obferved; and as I have room but for 
two or three, I will endeavour to chufe them the 
moft entertaining. 

Page 63, our fagacious Author begins to reply 
to what Mr. Law had anfwered about the perplex- 
ing Argument (as he is pleafed to call it) * That 
* there 
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“‘ there can be no Difference between Bodies 
“ touching and not touching, if real Space exifting 
“ between them does not makethem diffant, hin- 
“¢ der their mutual Contaéi, and conttitute that 
“ Difference.” Mr. Law ‘happened to have the 
fame Notion of this knotty Matter with poor 
Mr. Fofeph Clark, viz. “* That there is a Diffe- 
rence between ‘things touching and not touch- 
“¢ ing, and that pure Space, without fuppofing 
“¢ it to be any thing really exifting, is fufficient to 
“ conftitute this Difference, or to give us an Idea 
“¢ of things being diftant.”” Now in return to 
this, Mr. Fack/on, after exprefling his Sorrow for 
Mr. Law’s demeaning himfelf fo far as to agree in 
this Affair with fuch a diminutive Mortal as Mr. 

Clark (which fhews that Mr. Law has not en- 
tircly loft his Efteem) asks him; ‘ Can pure 
“¢ Space, exifting no where but in Idea, make 
“¢ things diftant, or conftitute the Difference be- 
‘¢ tween Bodies touching and not touching? Or 
*¢ can any one’s having an Idea of Space, or Di- 
“© ftance in his Head, which has no Ideatum or 
“¢ real Exiftence ad extra, keep things externally 
*¢ exifting afunder, which have really (as he owns) 
“© nothing between them, as if a Stone Wall was 
“ between them? But inftead of Space between 
“6 Bodies, Mr. Law would have me conceive mere 
“ Abfence of Matter, and then thinks they will 
‘© be never the nearer. I reply; they may then 
“ touch; for 4b/exce of Body is as much between 
“ Bodies that touch, as thofe that are difant. And 
«* if we fuppofe, as he does, Space to be nothing 
“ real, nothing real being between Bodies that 
“ touch, as much as he conceives it to be between 
¢° Bodies that do not touch; there is ftill no Dif- 
“¢ ference between their touching and not touching ; 


«¢ and fo his Idea of this nothing real (or Space ) 
I © which 
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“¢ which caufeth Bodies not to touch, or gives 
“ him the Idea of things being diftant, is indeed 
** the Idea of fomething real, or real Space. For 
“6 if Space could be fuppofed away between me 
** and the Man in the Moon, as much as it is fup- 
“¢ pofed away between Bodies that touch, I could 
** certainly touch the Man in the Moon; and 
*¢ there would be no Difference even in Idea be- 
“¢ tween things diffant and touching. Space then 
“ cannot be fuppos’d away between diffant Bo- 
¢ dies; if it is, the Idea of Diflance vanifheth 
“ with it, which fhews the Suppofition to be an 
“© evident Contradiction. Therefore as Bodies 
“© cannot be imagined diftant without imaginary 
“¢ Space between them; fo they cannot be really 
“¢ difant without real Space exifting between 
* them.” 

How prodigioufly fubtile is this Writer’s Ge- 
nius! He might have been an Overmatch for Ze- 
no had he been but his Cotemporary; there is no 
evading the Force of what he advances here, in 
the way of Argument; it muft be treated in fome 
fuch manner as that fantaftical Sophifter’s De- 
monftration was of the Lmpoffibility of Motion; 
all the Words in the World cou’d not fo effe&u- 
ally have confuted it as walking; and if Mr. Law 
(or Fo. Clark in revenge) would laugh heartily at 
this Mift which Mr. Fack/ow has rais’d about Space, 
it would be a properer and far better Means of 
diffipating it than Reafoning on it can be. 

It is, in truth, a wonderful thing, that Men of 
any Meafure of Senfe, and touch’d with the in- 
eftimable Value of Time, and the Dignity of thofe 
Talents they muft one Day account for, fhould 
wafte either one or the other in fuch egregious 
trifling as this is. To be laugh’d at is lefs than 
they deferve, for impofing fuch worthlefs Chi- 
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mera’s, fuch Puerilities on the Underftandings, or 
even Pockets of their Readers. It is not a val d 
Excufe to fay, they force ’em upon neither; for 
the fame may be alledg’d in favour of fome, who 
yet are condemn’d by the Laws for criminally de- 
frauding their Fellow-Subjeéts. If thefe very re- 
verend and learned Difputants are refolvedto fight 
with one another’s Shadows any longer, I hum- 
bly intreat ’em, in Juftice to their Cuftomers, 
diie fhou’d have fomething for their Money, to 
agree upon, and give them a clear Definition of 
the Terms they make fo much Show, tho’ hardly 
any U/e of; fuch as Exiftence and Thing, Some- 

thing, Real, Nothing, &c. for it will be tome Sa- 
tisfaction to the By-{tanders to know about what 
they engage, as well as who gets the Vidtory. 

It appears plainly to me the Quarrel fubfifts 
purely upon the Ambiguity or Obfcurity of 
thefe Phrafes; and by that being fuffered to re- 
main, an uncharitable Perfon would be ready to 
fufpeé, our Combatants, like fome Champions of 
inferior Rank, had concerted for fo many fham 
Battels a Year to divert the Town, and raife them- 
felves an Income from the general Curiofity. 

At Page 81, the Topick of Diffance is reaffu- 
med. Our Author tells us it was one of the Ar- 
guments ufed for the Reality of Space, “ That if 
“© the Space or Diffance between two Sides of a 
* Room be nothing, the Sides would join toge- 
“© ther, 7. e. they would not be diffant, having 
“ nothing between them.” This Argument (adds 
he) has been already confider’d above under my 
third Proof; and fo Mr. Law might have pafled 
it by here; and [ think fhould have been glad to 
be rid on’. I think fo to, as well as that he 
himfelf alfo fhould have been afhained of repeat- 
ing it; for I fuppofe if it had not lain here in 

Mr. 
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Mr. Law’s way, he would not have meddled with 
it. He quotes what Mr. Law had reply’d to it, 
and thought to be a plain Reafon, and then fan- 
cies the Reader will {mile to hear fuch Reafonin 
call’d a plain Reafon. | believe no Reader of good 
Senfe will find any thing to {mile at in his An- 
{wer, and as I can perccive no pleafing Quality in 
ir, that will juftify its Omiffion. 

Page 98 introduces us to Mr. Fack/on’s Philo- 
fophy of thinking Subjiances. \t is in Reply to 
Mr. Law’s Pretence that Space and Spirit, or Ex- 
** tenfion and Thought, are incompatible in the fame 
© Subjedt; and his faying that the very Reafon why 
«© Matter cannot admit of Thought, is, becaufe 'tis 
“* extended, — which is of the fame Force (as he 
*¢ adds) apaintt applying Extenfion to any cogita- 
*¢ tive Being, or Cogitationto any extended Bein 
To this our Author anfwers, “ If this was the 
*¢ Reafon, how comes it hat Matter admits of 
“¢ Properties which have no more Extenfion or 
“¢ Parts in their Nature and Idea than Thought 
“© has? For Example: Soéidity, Mobility, Inaéti- 
“6 vity, Continuance of Exittence, - Dependency, 
“ Mutability, &c. Thefe are all unextended Pro- 
“ perties of extended Matter. So that Mr. 
“© Law fets out [upon this Subject | with giving 
“© that for a Reafon which is apparently xo Rea- 
© fon, and in Confequence of which, Matter will 
“ be divefted of moft of its Properties, which, 
“¢ according to this Reafon, are as incompatible 
“© to it as Thought is.” [ don’c know whether 
the Reader will fee any thing to {mile at in this 
Reafoning, or whether it will noc rather offend 
him to find the Word Property fo ftrangely mif- 
applied: But let us go on; Mr. Law had faid far- 
ther, “That if Thoughte refule FO My, cr be cor- 
“© nected with a material Subitance, chen eitherall 


** its 


on 


ta) 





oOo « 


“ 











































































































































































418 The Prefent State of Art. 39. 


$¢ its Parts contribute their refpeCtive Shares of this 
“ Thought, or only one; if all of them furnifh a 
“¢ Share, and the whole Aggregate of Thought be 
only the Sum of their reipective Portions; then 
*¢ how can it be one fingle individual Confcioul- 
“6 nefs?”? Our Author folves this Objection to his 
Syftem in the following manner : 

“ Suppofe (fays he) there is no fuch thing as 
“¢ a Share or Part of a Thought, or a Thought 
“ of Part of a cogitative extended Subftance ; 
“¢ but that every Thought is the entire Thought 
*¢ of the whole Subftance, the whole Subftance 
*¢ being cogitative, what becomes of this Argu- 
*¢ ment of our Author? We have feen already 
** that unextended Properties may and do exift in 
** an extended Subject, contrary to his Philofo- 
“¢ phy which ftrangely deny’d it. Now would 
“¢ he have me to explain to him the Modus of 
“¢ thinking, that he may be fatisfy’d how it exifts 
“¢ in an extended Subje&? I hope he will not be 
*¢ fo hard upon me; however, { will endeavour 
*¢ to help him to conceive one individual Confci- 
“° ou/ne/s in an extended Subf{tance; he may then 
“ conceive it as he may conceive the individual 
© Momentum, or Force of all Bodies, which is 
“¢ the Sum of the Momenta’s of all the Parts, or 
“¢ is the Refult of them. The individual Im- 
“© pulfe of any Body is the Refult of a!l the Parts, 

ee Or 

+ I believe the Reader will more than {mile, he will down- 
right laugh here at an individual Confcioufne/s, which is the 
Sum of feveral Confeioufneffts. Cudworth, and fome fuch as 
he, have thought it a Proof of the Non- extenfion of think- 
ing Subftance, that its Senfations, tho’ caufed by extended 
Impulfes, were yet individual. But now the Tablez are turn’d, 
the Impreflions are become individual, and the fenfory or 
perceiving Subftance extended. The forementioned immor- 
tal Writer, as well as many others of great Name, who fell 


into the fame Miftake as he did, were but puny Metaphyficians, 
er minute Philofophers, in Comparifon with Mr. Fack/on. 
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or of the whole Body, and is exerted all at 
once from any Part of the folid Body, imme- 
diately ¢mpelling or reaéing on another impelling 
it. The Vis or Momentum is a Power not of a 
Part, but of the whole Body, and is an indi- 
vidual unextended Power of extended Body. So 
likewife the Pulfation of an Artery, or the Vi- 
bration of any elaftic Body is one fingle indi- 
vidual Pulfation and Vibration of extended 
Parts, which has itfelf no Extenfion. Again, 
circular or {pherical Figure (tho’ ir cannot be 
conceived without Extenfion) is an individual 
Property, not of a Part but of the whole Bo- 
dy; the fame is true of other Figures. It is 
alfo the fame in the Motions of Bodies which 
move all at once: Motion is an individual Af- 
feétion of the whole moving Body, becaufe in- 
ftantaneoufly affecting the whole: And when 
the Soul, by the Impreflion of Body upon its 
Senforium, has the Perception of Objects exci- 
ted in it, the whole Soul is uniformly and in- 
ftantaneoufly affected; and fo the Perception is 
one fingle Perception, like the Pulfation of an 
Artery: or, as in the Cafe of Jmpul/e, one 
Part of the folid Body is not impelied but the 
whole, tho’ but one Part is touch’d in apply- 

ing the impulfive Force 3 and the whole refi{ts 
or reacts by its Vis inertie, tho’ but a fingle 
Part was immediately acted upon. It feems 
full as eafy and rational to fuppole a blind Man 
to fee Colours, or a deaf Man to bear Sounds, as 


“ for 





+ How would the incomparable Dr. C/ar? bluth for our 
Author, if he were now alive, to fee thefe Paragraphs of his 
writing ! Surely Mr. Fack/on thinks he has to do with no Ca- 
pacities fuperior to Mr. Fo/epb Clark's, or he would never 
confound things in this manner, for he mak certainly know 
better. He can intend all this therefore only as a Teft of the 


Sagacity or Stupidity of his Readers 
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“© for the Soul without Extenfion to have form’d 
“¢ in it, and to perceive the Images of extended 
“ Things. And it is alfo full as myfterious and 
“ difficult to conceive, that a Multiplicity of fo- 
<¢ lid extended Parts of Matter, by their Impref- 
“€ fions on the Soul, fhould excite but one fim- 
‘<< ple Perception or Senfation, and not as many 
¢’as there are Parts of Matter aéting, or as dif- 
“¢ ferent Bodies would do; (or why a Lilly ora 
‘© Rofe fhould not excite as many fingle Percep- 
“© tions of their Smells, as there are Parts or Ef- 
“© fluvia which affect the Sen/forium, or as feveral 
“° Lillies or Rofes would do, T and fo of Bodies 
“ exciting Taffes and Sounds;) This, I fay, is as 
“¢ difficult to conceive, as that every Senfation 
“© confifting of continued Parts ({uppofing it ex- 
“© tended ) fhould be one and individual. But as 
“© the Reafon of the one I fuppofe to be, that the 
“© Medium of every Senfation confifting of al- 
“ moft infinitely fmall Particles which compofe 
“ the animal Spirits, their Impulfe on the Soul 
“ is but one fimple perceptible Impulfe; fo in 
*¢ like manner, tho’ every Part of the Soul is af- 
“© feted by every Impulfe, the Continuation and 
“© Connection of the. Parts of its Subftance, the 
“ whole of which is inftantaneoufly affected, 
“© make the Effect to be one individual Percepti- 
* on. There is a great Affinity between the 
‘© two contrary Properties, which are {uppos’d to 
“ diftinguith Matter from Spirit, viz. the Aéti- 
“ vity of the one and Refiflance of the other: 
‘© [which is a much better Argument to prove 

“ that 


+ The Wonder here is founded upon a falfe Suppofition, 
viz. That feveral Lillies fmelt to at the fame time, will ex- 
cite as many feparate Senfations as there are Lillies; whereas 
tho’ the Scent may be ftronger in proportion to the Number 
of Flowers united, the Perception will be no lefs fimple than 
if there was but one. 
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“© that Matter cannot think; than any brought 
“¢ by Mr. Law; | for as the 4éivity ot /(elf-mo- 
« sive Power of thinking Subttance is a Property, 
“ not of every diftinét Part, but only of the 
“ whole Subftancé, fo as that there is properly 
“¢ but one fimiple felf-motive Power belonging ta 
© its in like manner, the re/ifting Power of un- 
© thinking /olid Body, is but one fimple Power 
“¢ belonging to the whole Body; no one Part re 
‘¢ fifts without the reft, or diftin@ from it.—— 
“ §o0 that the Vis Jnertie in extended folid Body 
“¢ is, in refpect of the Simplicity of the Power, 
66 very like the contrary felf-motive Power of 
& Spirit; and fo the Individualne/s of the latter 
“© Power ho more proves its Subject to be unek- 
6 tended than the former does. 

In Page 142, A Queftion of a very curious 
Nature comes to be confidered ; it is concerning 
the Poffibility of an eternal Creation: Mr. Fack/on 
thinks this a Point of great Importance in thé 
preferit Controverfy, and I believe there is not 
any one in the whole Compafs of Speculation 
more difficult to determine; it has long feemed 
to me reducible to a Contradiction on both Sides. 
It is common for the fame Thought to arife in 
differerit Minds, and as I am fure our Author did 
not receive his upon this Subject imMediately 
from tiie, fo I had ftarted and urged the very fame 
that he is here defending, again{t a very intimate 
and ingenious Friend of his, who was of a dif- 
ferent Resicsiiedt! feveral Years ago. That wor- 
thy Gentleman (who greatly loves and efteeins 
Mr. Fack/on for his many excellent Qualities, tho’ 
he agrees with me in lamenting his eer them 
upon fuch fruitlefs Controverfics as this before us, 
and his treating thofe he differs from with too much 
Heat and Acrimony) was altogether of Mr. Zaw’s 
June i73f. E e Opinions 
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Opinion, ** That it was no Imputation on the 
“¢ Divine Omnipotence that it could not effeé&t a 
*¢ Contradiction, which eternal Creation imply’d. 
© For, that any thing from Non-exiftence fhould 
¢ be brought into Being (which is what all the 
“© World underftands by Creation) which yet 
“¢ was really never in a State of Non-exiftence, 
* includes Ideas that are manifeftly repugnant, 
*¢ and is therefore no Subject of Power at all.” 

Mr. Fack/on exclaims, “* This is not anfwering 
“ his Arguments for the Poflibility of eternal 
* Creation; but only raifing Difficulties againft 
“it for him to anfwer.” But as I am verily per- 
fuaded he never will, or can anfwer ’em; fo, tho’ 
his Arguments were indeed my own, and which 
I prefs’d ftrongly on my forementioned Antago- 
nift, yet I freely acknowledge they are fully con- 
futed, when they are fhewn to contain in them 
the moft obvious Abfurdity and Contradiétion.. It 
may be the fame unlucky Fate may attend thofe 
of our Opponents in their Turn; but the Over- 
throwing of theirs, and the Eftablifhment of ours, 
are two different things ; and all that I can fay is, 
as I hinted before, that as Duellifts fometimes 
die by the Hands of each other, fo our Reafon- 
ings on this Head (infinitely more infcrutable 
than that of the Né/e) do mutually deftroy one 
another. But our Author thinks not, and will 
be ready to rejeé&t me for a pufillanimous Second ; 
and I for my part am not afraid to difplay to my 
Readers the Ground of his greater Affurance. It 
is no other than [ was long fince pofflefs’d of ; but 
I judge it of no Value, as it is evidently impoffi- 
ble to defend one’s Title to it. 

Here follows a compleat Survey of ir. 

“° Creation (fays he) is nothing but the Exer- 
* tion of the Diyine Power into Ad, whereby 
“ fome- 
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© fomething is brought into Exiftence ad extra. 
“¢ If it be denied that the Deity could always, or 
“¢ ab eterno, exert his Power into Aét, then ei- 
“ ther the Power itfelf muft not have been a/- 
*€ ways in God, or not been eternal, which is ab- 
“* furd; or it muft have been in him precedent 
“¢ [a whole Eternity ] to the Po/fbility of his ew- 
erting it} which furely is as abfurd, as to deny 
the Power itfelf to be eternal; and is a mani- 
feft denying it. For as that is 0 Power which 
cannot be exerted, fo it is Power no longer or 
*¢ farther than it is poffible to be exerted; and 
** therefore, if the Ewertion is neceffarily tempo- 
“ rary, or has a Beginning, the Power itfelf mutt 
“ be fo too; which is an evident Abfurdity. So 
“¢ that there is no more Difficulty in conceiving 
© eternal Creation, Generation, Produétion, or what- 
“* ever it may be called, which is an Exertion ot 
“* Power, than there is in conceiving eternal 
“ Power, Will, or any other Attribute of the 
*¢ Deity. There are no repugnant Ideas in the 
“ one more than in the other: they are fo agree- 
*¢ ing, that the very Notion of eternal creative 
*¢ ‘Power, or eternal Power that can create at all, 
“© includes and infers the Poflibility of eternal 
“ Creation.* This is fo evident, that nothing 
lefs can confute it, than proving that Creation, 
or Exertion of Power in God, necefflarily im- 
plies a Beginning of the Exertion; > and that 
it is repugnant to the Nature of Power, of 
eternal Power, to be exerted eternally, or other- 
wife than in Time; and fo that every Effeé or 
Emanation from it [ whether voluntary or ne- 
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* That is, of beginninglefs Beginning, an intuitive Con- 
tradiétion. 

+ And fo it neceffarily does; a beginninglefs Exertion is as 
impoflible as two being four is, and as cbvioufly fo. 
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“° ceffary alters not the Cafe at all, becaufe God’s 
&¢ JYil] is as eternal and neceffarily exiftent as his 
“ Nature] muft neceffarily have a Beginning, or 
“¢ be temporary.” Here the Reader may flop a 
little, and fee the Reverend Mr. Fack/on as he 
ftands crowing upon hisown———. “* Mr. Law, 
“¢ I perfuade myfelf, (fays he) will never be able 
“ to prove this; I hope he is fo wile as not to 
‘© attempt to do it: and his eminent Writer 
“* would not attempt it for never fo much. But 
“¢ he hopes to hear no more of the Poffibility of 
“¢ eternal Creation. At prefent I think it will be 
“ of no moment for him to hear any more of it 
“‘ from me, if what is faid now do not fatisfy 
« him.” 

Since our Author is fo huffifh, I could almoft 
find in my heart to take him at his word, and 
make him hold his Tongue where he has no mind 
to be filent : But as I find he in fome meafure re- 
lents, and I might thereby deprive Mr. Law of 
a great deal of Inftruction, he fhall have Liberty 
allowed him to demonttrate and confute a little 
longer. 

“ A Diftinétion (fays he) has been made be- 
°° tween voluntary and neceffary Caufes; but this 
“ Diftinction is vain, and has nothing to do ih 
“ the Argument. For an Effeét can no more be 
“¢ eternal, if neceffary, than if voluntarily effected. 
“¢ If it be a Contradiction for Power to be aétu- 
“¢ ally exerted eternally, it muft be equally fo, 
“° whether it be exerted neceffarily or voluntarily. 
“ The Contradiction, if any, is in the Power be- 
“¢ ing exerted eternally; and a neceffary Exertion 
*¢ is an Exertion of Power, as well as a voluntary 
“© one; and God’s ii] is as eternal as the Nece/- 
“¢ fity of his Nature-— 
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“¢ It appears farther, that the fame Difficulties 
lie againft all the Attributes of God, as againft 
his eternal creative Power. We may fay, As 
God could not aé without beginning to a&t, fo 
he could not wé// without beginning to will, or 
know without beginning to know. And it feems 
moreover to make a Change in the Exi/fence of 
God, as beginning to be able to create from an 
Impofibility of creating, if Time is neceffary 
for the Exertion of his Power, which could 
not be exerted before a particular Time, and 
which properly did not exif? before it could be 
* exerted. The only Difficulty therefore is, 
“* that of a Thing’s being produc’d from Non- 
“¢ exiffencey which never was in a State of Non- 
“ exiffence: and yet I think it is but a Ouzbbie. 
“¢ ‘Whatever was produc’d, was produc’d into 
** Exiftence; and if it was eternally produc’d, it 
“¢ never was non-exifient, nor was it ever /é/f- ex- 
“S ifent; and therefore was eternally produc’d in- 
© to Exiffence; i.e. was a real eternal Produéti- 
“6 on; this is all.” And enough I think of all 
Confcience; never was a Quibble more dextrouf- 
ly unquibbled; our Author, with fuch Abilities 
as he has difcovered here, muft undoubtedly be 
an incomparable Cafuift, and the only Man in the 
World for demolifhing the moft unconquerable 
of Difficulties. But after he faid This is all, he 
happily recolleéted himfelf, and has added to the 
foregoing wonderful Difcovery the followin 

Supplement. “ Saying a Thing is produced from 
“ Non-exiftence (which is indeed an improper 
«¢ Expreffion) is faying no mare in reality than 
‘¢ that fomething is created: The Term from 
6° Non-exiftence does not mean a material Caufe, 
© but only that the Thing produc’d was not /é/f- 
6° exiftent ; and fo includes or infers no. more than 
i Ee 3 6 Creation. 
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“ Creation itfelf does: And thus at laft the Dif- 
“ ficulty is only this; whether Creation necefla- 
“¢ rily implies a Beginning of Exiftence in Time; 
“¢ or whether exifting aétually always, implies 
** being /elf-exiftent, or can confift with being 
€ produc’d.” 

Mr. Fackfon fees no Repugnancy of Ideas in 
eternal Exiftence join’d with Produftion, and he 
kindly advifes Mr. Law, or his eminent Writer, 
to be cautious how they go about to prove that 
there is; or “that aétual Exiftence always, is 
“¢ any more the fame as nece//ary Exiftence always, 
“C than aétual Exiftence itfelf is the fame with 
“S neceffary Exiftence.”” Therefore (he fays) the 
Reafons above given in direét Proof of the Pof- 
fibility of eternal Creation, and to fhew the Ab- 
furdity of denying it, ought to ftand till they can 
be anfwered. Nothing can be more equitably re- 
quired; Mr. Fack/on’s Demand may be punétual- 
ly comply’d with, and his Reafons caft down in 
amoment. No fooner a contiftent Idea of Crea= 
tion appears, but it tips them over. ”Tis true in- 
deed, and vaftly furprizing, that if they are gent- 
ly lift up, and held full in the Face of their Ad- 
verfary, they will, in their turn, exert fo baneful 
an Influence, that it will be feen inftantly to wi- 
ther and fade before them. Remove both out of 
the Sphere of each other’s Aétivity, and like the 
Senfitive Plant, a few Minutes after touching, 
they will revive, erect, and (when view’d afun- 
der) difplay all the Tokens of unimpaired Life 
and Vigor. 

This Article is now ftretch’d to fo unexpected 
a Length, that I muft not prefume to extend it 
any farther. The Paffages that have already been 
cited from the Book before us, may give the 
Reader a competent Notion of its Subjedt, the 

I Ability 
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Ability of the Writer, and the Genius or Spirit 
he is directed by; it will be of little Confequence 
therefore. to refeme this Subject in our following 
Papers, tho’ perhaps during the long Vacation of 
the Prefs which is at hand, it may make fome fu- 
ture Appearance. -In the mean time let me clofe 
what has been here offer’d with one general Re- 
mark, which is of confiderable Moment, if it 
has any Foundation, viz. That the Altercations 


of learned Men (efpecially Divines) about the 


Nature of God, and the Proofs of his Exi/fence, 
have a much greater Tendency to di/fvaé than to 
inform their Readers; to propagate Jthei/im and 
Infidelity among the Vulgar, than to enlighten 
their Minds, and confirm their Belief of the di- 
vine Being and Government; and in a word, to 
undermine and throw down Religion inftead of 
eftablifhing it. Is it poflible to perfuade the Com-~ 
monalty, that there is any Evidence for thofe 
Things, which wife and ingenious Men are fo 
perpetually divided about; or that they have any 
Reafon to expeét, or even to aim, at any clear 
and fatisfactory Ideas of Subjeéts, which their 
Teachers are fo ill acquainted with, and fo incef- 
fantly difputing the Reality or Modus of? No: 
Nothing can be more vain than for thofe to hope 
for any Succefs in the inftructing or fettling others 
in the moft important Doétrines, who, while 
they pretend it is their Intention and. Inclination 
to do fo, are at no Agreement among them(elves. 
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ARTICLE XL. 


4A plain Account of the Nature and 
End of the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup- 
per. In which all the Texts in the New 
Teftament relating to it, are produced and 
explained : and the whole Dottrine about 
it, drawn from them alone. To which are 
added, Formsof Prarer. London: 
Printed for John, James, avd Paul Knap- 


ton, at the Crown in Ludgate-ftreet. 
1735, 8vo. Pagg. 260. 


HE Name of that great Prelate, whom 

this Work is univerfally afcrib’d to, is an 
abundant Recommendation of it. He has long 
been diftinguifhed for all the Qualifications of a 
fine Writer, and tho’ he has favoured the World 
with few praétical Difcourfes from the Prefs, he 
has oblig’d a confiderable Party, beyond any one 
of his Order, with a great many others of a po- 
Jemical Nature. His Talents in Controverfy are 
almoft beyond Parallel, and a Caufe can fcarcely 
be unfortunate that has his Lordfhip for an Ad- 
vocate. But I am not here to raife a Panegyrick 
to the illuftrious Author, which would indeed be 
a prclumptuous Undertaking ; but to reprefent ta 
my 
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my Readers the genuine and noble Defign of this 
Treatife, for which the whole Chriftian Church 
is indebted to him. 

His Lordfhip had feveral Years fince, in the 
Courfe of his Parochial Duty, obferved, that 
fome of the beft and fincereft Chriftians were 
often in Danger of great Errors, or great Super- 
{tition ; and too commonly difturb’d and perplex- 
ed by fuch Fears and Terrors, as made their De- 
fire of being truly religious, the Burthen and Mi- 
fery, inftead of the Delight of their Lives. 

As therefore, for the fake of ove Sort of Chri- 
ftians he never ceafed in his publick Preaching, 
to inculcate the Necefiity of univerfal Obedience 
to the Will of God; that there might be no Hope 
left to them of Acceptance, without this: fo for 
the Defence and Support of others, in their fin- 
cere Endeavours to pleafe God, againft all thofe 
uneafy Impreffions of Superftition which they 
had aRight to be freed from, he made it his Care 
to ftate and explain the Commands peculiar to 
Chriftiqnity, from the firft Declaratians of Chrift 
himfelf and his Apoftles, in fuch a manner, as 
that that they might appear to honeft Minds to 
have as little Tendency to create Diftrefs and Un- 
eafinefs, as they were defign’d in their firft Sim- 
plicity to have. The Sermons which his Lord- 
{hip then preach’d with a peculiar View to the 
laft of thefe Purpofes, he now publifhes, with 
the fame honeft Defign of inftructing thofe who 


want Inftruétion, and have no better at hand. He 


has thrown the whole into a new Form, and 
made feveral Additions to what he firft preached, 
in order to a more clear underftanding of the im- 
portant Subject of them, viz. the true Nature, 
End, and Effet of the Sacrament of the Lord’s 
Supper. 

There 
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There is no Inftance of Chriftian Duty, in 
which honeft and good People ftand in more need 
of Afliftance, than in that of their 4¢tendance up- 
on this facred Inftitution; which has been ren- 
dred very uneafy to many fuch by the Notions 
they have by fome means or other embraced about 
it. Our noble Author has here endeavoured to 
lead them into a right Way of judging of it, by 
directing and confining their ¢tention to all that 
is faid about this Duty by thofe, who alone had 
any Authority to declare the Nature of it: nei- 
ther on one hand diminifhing, nor on the other 
augmenting, what is declared by them to belong 
to if. 

If therefore the Manner, in which he has cho- 
fen to treat this Subject, fhould appear to fome to 
{tand in need of any Apology; this is the only 
one he can perfuade himfelf to make, ** That he 
“ has no Authority to add to the Words of Chrift 
“¢ and his Apofles upon this Subject; nor to put 
‘© any Meaning or Interpretation upon thofe 
“ Words but what is agreeable to the common 
“ Rules of (peaking in like Cafes, and to the de- 
“ clared Defign of the Inftitution itfelf:” Nay, 
it would be in him (he fays) a finful Prefumption 
to amufe Chriftians with greater and higher Ex- 
pectations, than they, who alone can be depend- 
ed on, have given them any Reafon to entertain. 
If he has arrived at the full Meaning of what 
our Lord and his 4pofiles have taught about it, he 
has his Aim: and it will be of little Importance, 
from how many and how great Men he differs. 
This he can fay with Truth, That, whenever he 
differs from them, he does it with a great Con- 
cern on his own Part, and a great Refpe& towards 
them: So far from being inclin’d to it, or pleafed 
with it, that it would have been a Plea/ure to 
him 
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him not to have found a Neceflity for doing it; 
and will now be a Satisfaction to him to be fet 
right in any Point, {mall or great, in which he 
may have judged amifs. 

In a word, he has here endeavoured to repre- 
fent one of our Lord’s Inftitutions, in its original 
Simplicity: and if what he has done fhall prove at 
all fuccefsful in removing any Error or Super ftiti- 
on from this Part of Chriftianity, he fhall efteem 
his Pains well beftowed. He is perfuaded, the 
bett Pre/ervative againft the chief Attempts of 
Unbelievers, is to fhew the Religion of Chriff to 
the World as he left it: and the greateft Service 
to Chriftianity, is to remove from it whatever 
hinders it from being feen as it really is in itfelf. 

Having thus, in the Author’s own Words, re- 
prefented the Drift and Defign of this Piece; I 
will now lay before my Readers the Method in 
which it is wrote, and prefent him with a brief 
Specimen of the feveral Parts of it. 

The main Doétrine which is chiefly intended 
to be inculcated in this Book, is very clearly and 
concifely exprefs’din eighteen diftin&t Propofitions, 
each of which is feparately enlarg’d on and illu- 
ftrated by a kind of Commentary. There is an- 
nex’d to thefe an Appendix, which is fuccecded 
by fome Forms of Prayer, both for particular Per- 
fons and fora Family. There will be feen in the 
following Lines, not only a Summary of the Pro- 
pofitions, but likewife an Abftract of whatfoever 
occurs moft remarkable in the Explanations of 
them. 


I. Prop. The partaking of the Lord's Supper is 
not a Duty of itlelf; but made fuch to Chri/tians 
by the pofitive Inftitution of Fe/us Chri/t. 
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I1. All pofittve Duties depend entirely upon the 
Will and Declaration of the Perfon who ordains 
them, with refpeét to the real Defign and End of 
them; and confequently, to the due Manner of 
performing them. 

HIE. Ic as plain, therefore, that the Nature, De- 
fren, and due Manner of partaking of the Lord’s 
Supper, mutt neceffarily depend upon what Cdrif, 
who inftituted it, hath declared about it. 

IV. It cannot be doubted but he himfelf fuf- 
ficiently declared to his immediate Followers, all 
that he defigned fhould be underftood by or im- 
plied in tt. 

V. It is of {mall Importance therefore to Chri- 
fiians to know what others, fince the Time of the 
4poftles, have affirmed or written on this Subject. 
Much lefs can it be their Duty tobe guided there- 
by in any thing relating to it. 

This cannot be too attentively confidered, because 
it is very certain the Mittakes and Uneafineffes of 
many fincere Chriftians upon this Head, are owing 
to the Accounts given of this religious Duty, in ma- 
ay Books of Devotion; aud not to the original Ac- 
count of it laid down in the New Tettament; 
avhich Evil can be remedied by nothing, but perfua- 
ding Chriftians to have recourfe to Jefus Chrift and 
Lis Apottles for all their Informations about it. 

VI. The Paffages in the New Teftament which 
relate to this Duty, and ¢hey alone, are the origi- 
nal and authentic Accounts of the Nature and 

iad of it, upon which we of later Ages can fafe- 
ly depend. 

Vit. The Writers of the New Te/fament give 
an Account of the /n/fitution of the Lord’s Supper, 
in the following Paffages; which therefore are 

principally to be regarded: viz. St. Matthew, 
Chap. xxvi. ¥. 26, €@c. St. Mark, Chap. xiv. 
¥. 22, 
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¥.22, €fc. St. Luke, Chap. xxi. ¥. 19, Efe. 
and Sr. Paul, 1 Cor. xi. ¥. 23, €9c. 

A few Remarks upon the Expreffions made ufe of 
in thefe Paffages, will lead us to a right under fiand~ 
ing of the Duty appointed in them. 

1. In the Words of St. Matthew bere cited, He 
took Bread, and bleffed it, (which perhaps may bave 
been the Occafion of fome groundle/s Notions) the word 
It is added by our Tranflators, without any thing in 
the Original to anfwer to it, or to require it: for 
which they themfelves thought “they had fo little Rea- 


fon, that they did not add it to St. Mark xiv. 22. 


though the very fame Greck Word is ufed by bin. 
If, inftead of this, they had added the Word fetees 
the Meaning of the Evangelift would have been tru 
ly expreffed thus, Jesus having taken Bread, and 
having bleffed Gon, brake it, €c. 

2. Lt is obfervable, that the Apoftles and Evane 
gelifts even in giving an Account of an Inftitution, 
avbhich depended entirely upon our Lord’s own Decia- 
vations, and was to be a fianding Rite in the Chri- 
ftian Church, were not fuperjtitioufy fcrupulous in 
reciting his Words; fome record fewer and fome 
more: and all think it fufficient to reprefent exaétly 
the Intent of the Wbole. 

It was enough to record thefe Words concerning 
the Bread, Take, eat, this is my Body; at a time 
when all Chriflians could not but know from the A- 
pottles them/elves, that this Rite was to be of per- 


petual Obligation. But St. Luke and St. Paul’s 


Addition of thefe other Words, as fpoken by our Sa- 
viour upon the fame Occafion, This do in Remem- 
brance of me, 7s of great U/e to put that Matter 
out of all Doubt in latter Ages. For if this was 
appointed to be done in Remembrance of Chrift after 
bis Death, it follows that the Inftitution was de- 


figned and ordained equally for all Ages of the Church, 


ang for all Chriftians in every Age. Again, 
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Again, with regard to the Cup; Two of thefe 
Writers report the Words to have been, This is my 
Blood of the New Teftament, or rather Cove- 
nant. Zhe other Two /ay, This Cup is the New 
Covenant in my Blood. Which of the two was the 
very Lixpreffion fignifies little, fince both are of the 
fame Import: And in the mean while, thefe inconfi- 
derable Differences ave an Argument that thofe firtt 
Writers did not underftand the Words of the Infti- 
tution to relate to Chrif?’s Body and Blood in a lites 
val Senfe. For, , 

3. This is particularly to be obferved, that the 
whole Tenor and Form of this Inftitution is in the fi- 
curative Way of /peaking: and that all Expreffions 
in it of the fame fort, ought to be underftood in the 
fame manner.——=To fay the contrary, 1s to affirm 
that the fame manner of Expreffion, in the fame 
foort Inftitution of a religious Rite, 7 one Part 
of it muft be interpreted figuratively, merely to avoid 
Abfurdities, (as is the Cafe in the Words fet down 
by St. Luke and St. Paul, where the Cup undeni- 
ably is put for the Wine in it, and the Wine called 
by a Figure, the new Covenant ); avd iv another 
Part of it, literally, notwithftanding the greateft 
Fleap of the fame fort of Abfurdities. Certainly 
as what is faid about the Cup in the Words fore- 
mentioned is acknowledged to be figurative; /o what 
is faid of the Bread and Wine, in the fame Inkti- 
tution, muft alfo be allowed to be fo by the fame 
Rule of Interpretation: and therefore, as the Cup 
containing. the Wine, is @ Memorial only of the 
new Covenant i” Chrift’s Blood, and not the new 
Covenant it/elf; /o the Bread is the Memorial on- 
ly of bis Body, and the Wine the Memorial ouly 
of his Blood, and not bis natural Body and Blood. 

VIII. It appears from thefe Paffages, that the 
End for which our Lord inftituted this Duty was 
the 
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the Remembrance of himfelf; that the Bread to 
be eaten, was appointed to be the Memorial of 
his Body broken; and the Wine to be drunk, was 
ordained to be the Memorial of his Blood fthed. 
And to be continued, until He, who was once 
prefent with his Diiciples, and is now ad/ent, fhall 
come again. 

This alone may furnifo a foort but plain Argu- 
ment againft Tranfubttantiation, or any bodily Pre- 
fence of Chrift in this Rite. The doing any A& in 
Remembrance of a Per/on, implies bis bodily Ab- 
fence: and if he is corporally prefent, we are ne- 
Ver, nor can we ever be faid, to perform that Aétion 
in order to remember him. St. Paul tells the 
Corinthians ¢hat as oft as Chri/fians eat this Bread, 
and drink this Cup, they (be does not fay feed upon 
Chrift now corporally prefent; but, on rhe contra- 
vy, they) thew, or tell forth, by the/e Aéions, his 
Death, till he come: shat is, until the Tinle when 
he foall again be corporally prefent with them. This 
firongly implies the Belief of bis bodily Abfence to * 
be even neceffary to this Duty. Hence alfo we may 
infer, that there can be uo real Sacrifice of Chrift’s 
Body, offered by the Priett, in this holy Ceremony: 
Becaufe it contradiéts the very Words of the Intti- 
tution; ia which the Remembrance of am abfent 
Body broken, not the offering of a prefent Body, 
is declared to be the End of this religious A€tion. 

IX. Whoever therefore, in a ferious and reli- 
gious Senfe of his Relation to Chrift, as his Dif- 
ciple, performs thefe Actions of eating Bread and 
drinking Wine in Remembrance of Chrift,‘as of a 
Perfon corporally abfent trom his Difciples, moft 
certainly performs them agreeably to the End of 
the Snfritution declared by Chrift and his Apoftles. 

X. There being other Paflages of the New 
Zeftament, befides thofe already cited, which oc- 
cafionally 
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cafionally relate to this Subject: It is of Impor 
tance to all Chriftians to confider them; and to 
examine what farther Inftrutions they contain a- 
bout this holy Rite. 

Thefe are t Cor. x. ¥. 16, 17, 18, t9, 20, 21. 

Our Author has very fully and carefully explained 
the Apoftle’s Argumentation in this Place, becaufe 
he thinks it has been genevally mifunderftood. Pare 
ticularly thefe Words, The Cup which we blefs, 
is it not the Communion of the Blood of Chrift? 
The Bread which we break, is it not the Com- 
munion of the Body of Chrift? Which have been 
interpreted by many learned Men to fignify a parta« 
king’ of all the Benefits of Chrift’s Body broken, 
and Blood fhed; on the contrary, be thinks that the 
Words here made ufe of cannot have this Significa- 
tion; and that in this Place particularly, St. Paul’s 
Argument neither requires, nor admits of it. 

The Word [ xorveovtce | ufed by the Apoftle fignifies 
_ @ partaking of fomething in common with others of 
the fame Society. And this joint partaking of 
Chrift’s Body, and of Chrift’s Blood, can fignify 
no more than eating bis Body, and drinking his Blood, 
as a Society of bis Di/ciplts.——— Nor had the A 
poftle the leaft Occafion to [peak here of the Bene 
fits of Chrift’s Death. His Defign was to incité 
the Corinthians ¢o flee from Idolatry, Chap. Xx. 14. 
by fhewing them what a Crime it muft be in a Chri- 
ftian to do (what was accounted) Honour to the 
Gods of the Heathens by feafting upon, and parta- 
king of their Sacrifices. In order to this, tt was not 
to bis Purpofe to fay, “* By eating Bread and drink- 
“© ing Wine in the Lord’s Supper, you partake of 
© all the Benefits of Chrift’s Death; and there- 
“¢ fore you cannot eat of the heathen Sacrifices.’ —~ 
But to fay, “ By eating Bread and drinking Wine 
“ in the Lord's Supper, you partake of them mot as 
“° at 
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“¢ at a common Meal; but of Bread and Wine, 
“¢ called the Body and Blood of Chrift, iz Re- 
“* membrance of which, they are appointed to be 
“¢ eaten and drunk: You perform this religious Rite 
“* in Honour to him, and Acknowledgment of him 
“° for your Mafter; therefore you cannot, without 
“ great Abfurdity and Guilt, appear to pa} J the fame 
“ Sort of Honour to any faife Gods, by feafting 
“ with their Votaries upon their Sacrifices.” This 
as an Argument to bis Purpofe, and proves ail that 
be aimed at. 

The fame thing appears from the Argument the 
Apottle draws from the Jews: which will ran thus, 
- « Lbofe who partake of what had been {acrificed, 
© tho’ not at the very Altar, nor offered by them- 
« filoen yet are Partakers of the Altar, or account- 
ed to do an Aét of Honour to their God, juft as if 
themfelves had offered thefe Sacrifices, and eaten 
at the Altar itfelf”’ The Conclufion is, * So 
it muft be with you Chriftians, if you teat with 
the Heathens upon their Sacrifices in their Tem- 
“ ples, tho’ not offered by yourfelves.” In che laft 
place, 

Flere is nothing, on the common Suppofition, 
to anfwemtto thefe Benefits, in the Oppofition made, 
in the Conclufion, between the Table and Cup of 
the Lord; and the Table and Cup of the Dieiione 
avor hipped by the Heathens. Ye cannot drink the 
Cup of the Lord, and the Cup of Devils: Ye 
cannot be Par takers of the Lord’s Table, and of 
the Table of Devils. his is the Conclufion of the 
rig s Reafoning. And this cannot poffibly figni- 

“ Ye cannot be Partakers of the Benefits of the 
a "Lord’s Table, and of the Benefits of the Table 
© of the heathen Deities:” for no Benefit could 
polfibly be fuppofed by him to accrue from thefe, even 
to the heathen Worfhippers them/felves. But the 
JuNeE 1735. Ff Infe- 
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Inference is, “ Ye cannot, without Abfurdity and a 
“ Crime, feaft in the Lord’s Supper to the Honour 
“ of Chrift; aud feaft alfo with the Heathens, in 
their Temples, “pen their Sacrifices.” The full 
Meaning then of the former Part of this Paflage is 
thus: “© Js not our joint breaking of Bread and 
*¢ Wine, in the Lord’s Supper, a religious parta- 
“¢ king of what are Memorials of Chrifi’s Body 
re: Me Blood; aud a Rite, by which we profe/s to 
pay Honour to Chrifi, as our Lord and Mafter ? 
“¢ Uf fo, we ought not “ta feaft with the Heathens 
“¢ upon their Sacrifices, or appear to pay the like 
“¢ Honour to any falle God.” And that this is the 
full Import of thefe Words appears evidently from 
hence, That they cannot be imagined to contain in 
them what has no Relation to the Conclufion drawn 
from them. In this Conclufion, viz. Ye cannot 
be Partakers of the Lord’s Table, and of the Ta- 
ble of Devils, it mut be allowed that nothing is 
faid about the/e Benefits; becaufe otherwife, in the 
latter Part of the Sentence, the partaking of the 
Table of Demons, muft fignify and imply that Be- 
nefits were conveyed, by [uch Participation, to their 
Wortbippers, which cannot be fuppofed. 

Another thing worthy of Obfervation igthe Paf- 
fage before us is, That, tho? St. Paul found occafion 
to {peak here exprefly of Offerings and Sacrifices 
made to Idols, and of the Altar in the Jewifh Tem- 
ple; yet, when be comes to [peak of the Lord’s Sup- 
per, be does not once reprefent the Bread and Wine 
as Things offered or facrificed to God upon an Altar; 
(which he could not have avoided, had he had 
that Notion of them: ) but, in the plaineft Words, 
[peaks of the Cup of the Lord, and of the Table 
of the Lord; and not of any Altar, or of any of- 
fering of the Bread and Wine, or any Sacrifice 
madé 
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made to God, as upon an Altar. And this is a good 
Argument again the things themfelves. 

Some learned Men have objetted to this, That the 
Altar of the Jewith Temple is in fome Places of the 
Old Teftament called a Table; and that therefore 
what St. Paul calls here a Table may be an Altar, 
notwithfianding the Name of a Table only is be- 
flowed upon it. 

But does tt follow, that becaufe an Altar has been 
Sometimes called a Table, therefore a Table never 
once hinted to ferve any Purpofe of an Altar, or cal- 
led by that Name, may properly be thought or term- 
ed fo. But to go farther into the Argument, let 
us confider, 1. What it was under the Jewith Di/- 
penfation that the Lord’s Table anfwers to. And 
at 15 plainly that which was [pread for the partaking 
of the Pafchal Supper. hat which an[wers in the 
Chriftian Di/penfation to the Patchal Lamb is Chritt 
bimfelf offered upon the Crofs. But the Pafchal 
Supper was diffinét from the Sacrifice of the Lambs 
aud after it: To this alone it is that the Lord’s 
Sept anfwers ; and confeque ntly, as it anfwers, 
not to the Sacrifice of the Larnb, but to the com- 
memorative Supper celebrated by the Jews after that 
Sacrifice; fo, the Lord’s Table does not come in the 
Place of the Altar, on which the Lamb was facti- 
fed; but of that Table upon which the Patchal 
Supper was put, in order to be eaten in Memory of 
their Deliverance out of Egypt; and in their own 
Houfes, where there could be no Thought of any Al- 
tar. 

This will be plainer ftill, if we confider what it 

was amongft tbe Heathens that the Table of the 
Lord anfwers to throughout St. Paul’s Argument, 
viz. Zo thofe Tables upon which, at a Difiance 
from the Altars, in-other Parts of their T emples, 
(nay, perbaps at their own Houfes) their Entertains 
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ment was put; and at which their Feaft in Honour 
to their Idols was celebrated.——— Now St. Paul’s 
fole End being to diffuade Chriftians from partaking 
of thefe Featts with the Heathens; for which he 
urges the Inconfiftency of their being Partakers of the 
Table of the Lord, and of the Tables of Demons ; 
the Table of the Lord cannot be oppofed to the Al- 
\ tars of thofe Demons, but to the ‘Tables foremen- 
tioned, and therefore muft come under the fame No- 
tion of a Table properly fo called. Latftly, 

The Nature and End of the Inftitution it/elf 
Sufficiently evinces what has been here urged. It is 
an Appointment of a Rite, which is to confift of 
eating and drinking in Remembrance of fomething 
paft. There is no Need of an Altar, for this Sort of 
commemorative eating and drinking. The <Aétions 
themfelves, "tis plain, are Aétions belonging properly 
toa Table. And it is upon this Account only that 
a Table is at all ufed, becaufe it was, and is, the 
Cuftom of moft Countries to ufe a Table at their 
Meals and Featts. 

The only thing in the Gofpel Di/penfation that an- 
fwers to any of the legal Sacrifices, is the Death of 
Chrift. Zhe only Perfon who anfwers to any Jew- 
ith Prieft confidered as a Sacrificer, is Jefus Chrift 
himfelf, who offered himfelf up. The only thing 
which anfwers to the Altar upon which the Sacrifi- 
ces were offered, is the Cro/s upon which Chrift died. 
Now, the Lord’s Supper was inftituted, not to of- 
fer up to God, in future Times what was then offer- 
ed, and could neither then, or at any other Time be 
offered, but by Chritt him/felf, but to commemorate 
a Sacrifice already offered, and the Sacrificer, and 
im courfe the Altar (if we will call the Crofs /o) 
upon which it was offered. Since then all thefe 
things are remembered, and therefore not prefent in 
the Eucharift; the only Chriftian Altar (the Crofs) 
cannot 
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cannot be prefent in this Rite, becau/ée that Prefence 
would defiroy the very Notion of this Remem- 
brance. 

In Conformity with this Doétrine, throughout the 
Eftablifhed Rules and Authentie Rubrics of our 
Church, whenever there is Occafion to [peak upon 
this Suljett, the Communion Table, or fimply the 
Table, ts the Name conftantly made ufe of; and ne- 
ver Altar: which Word is carefully avoided every- 
where, inthe laft Settlements of this Church. 


ARTICLE XL. 





Rosertir Srepuant Thefaurus Lin- 
gue Latine, Editio nova prioribus mul- 
to auctior & emendatior. Londini: Ty- 
pis & Impenfis Sam. Harpvine ad 
Bibliorum & Anchorez in Vico St. Mar- 


tin’s Lane. 1735. Fol. 4 Tom, 


That is, 


A New Edition of Ronert StTEPHENS’s 
Treafury of the Latin Tongue, much lar- 
ger and more corre than any of the for- 
mer, &Xc. 








HE old Impreffions of this great and valu- 
able Work, particularly that.of Lions 1573, 
being exceeding fcarce, the Publick is highly 
Ff 3 obliged 
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ment was put; and at which their Featt in Honour 
to their Idols was celebrated. ——— Now St. Paul’s 
fole End being to diffuade Chriftians from partaking 
of thefe Featts with the Heathens; for which he 
urges the Inconfiftency of their being Partakers of the 
Table of the Lord, and of the Tables of Demons ; 
the Table of the Lord cannot be oppofed to the Al- 
. tars of thofe Demons, but to the ‘Tables foremen- 
tioned, and therefore muft come under the fame No- 
tion of a Table properly fo called. Laftly, 

The Nature and End of the Inftitution it/elf 
Sufficiently evinces what has been here urged. It is 
an Appointment of a Rite, which is to confift of 
eating and drinking in Remembrance of fomething 
paft. There is no Need of an Altar, for this Sort of 
commemorative eating and drinking. The Attions 
themfelves, °tis plain, are Aétions belonging properly 
toa Table, And it is upon this Account only that 
a Table is at all ufed, becaufe it was, and is, the 
Cuftom of moft Countries to ufe a Table at their 
Meals and Featts. 

The only thing in the Gofpel Difpenfation that an- 
fwers to any of the \egal Sacrifices, is the Death of 
Chrift. Zhe only Perfon who anfwers to any Jew- 
ith Prieft confidered as a Sacrificer, is Jefus Chrift 
himfelf, who offered himfelf up. The only thing 
which anfwers to the Altar upon which the Sacrifi- 
ces were offered, is the Crof{s upon which Chrift died. 
Now, the Lord’s Supper was. inftituted, not to of- 
fer up to God, in future Times what was then offer- 
ed, and could neither then, or at any other Time be 
offered, but by Chrift bim/felf, but to commemorate 
a Sacrifice already offered, and the Sacrificer, and 
im courfe the Altar (if we will call the Crofs /o) 
upon which it was offered. Since then all thefe 
things are remembered, and therefore not prefent in 
the Eucharift; the only Chriftian Altar (the Crofs) 
cannot 
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cannot be prefent in this Rite, becaufe that Prefence 
would deftroy the very Notion of this Remem- 
brance. | 

In Conformity with this Dottrine, throughout the 
Eftablifhed Rules avd Authentic Rubrics of our 
Church, whenever there is Occafion to /peak upon 
this Suljeét, the Communion Table, or fimply the 
Table, 7s the Name conftantly made ufe of; and ne- 
ver Altar: which Word is carefully avoided every- 
where, in the laft Settlements of this Church. 





ARTICLE XL. 


Rospertr Srepuanti Thefaurus Lin- 
gue datine, Editio nova prioribus mul- 
to auctior & emendatior. Londini: Ty- 
pis & Impenfis Sam. Harpine ad 
Bibliorum & Anchorz in Vico St. Mar- 
tin’s Lane. 1735. Fol. 4 Tom, 


That is, 


A New Edition of Ropert StrePpuens’s 
Treafury of the Latin Tongue, much lar- 
ger and more correth than any of the for- 
mer, Kc. 


HE old Impreffions of this great and valu- 
able W ork, particularly that.of Lions 1573, 
being exceeding {carce, the Publick is highly 
Ff 3 obliged 
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obliged to thole learned Gentlemen who have 
furnifhed us with a new Edition, larger and more 
accurate than any of the preceding ones. We 
have the more Reafon to glory in the Succefs of 
this noble and magnificent Undertaking, which 
does Honour to our Age and Nation, as feveral 
Attempts of this Nature have been heretofore 
made and unhappily mifcarried; particularly by 
Charles and Henry Stephens, by our own celebra- 
ted Countryman Miltoz, by the Society of Ba- 
liol College in Oxford, and by Dr. Kuffer the ex- 
cellent Editor of Suidas and Ariftophanes. 

This ftately Performance, after a very eloquent 
Dedication to his prefent Majefty, is introduced 
by a large Epiftolary Prefact, infcribed to the 
moft ingenious Dr. Fobu Hollings; containing a 
diftinct and exact Account of the moft confide- 
rable Latin Dictionaries which have appeared fince 
the Reftoration of Lear ning, together with fome 
Memaoirs of the Compilers of them. Our Read- 
ers will be pleafed to fee them as they ftand in 
Succeffion, and obferve their principal Characters 
and the rather, as this is a Piece of literary Hifto- 
ry, which has hitherto lain almoft altogether un- 
cultivated. 

The firft Book of this Kind that is mentioned 
isthe CATHOLICON of John Balbus, trequent- 
ly ttiled Foannes de Fanua, or Fanuenfis from his 
Country, being a Genoefe. It was one of the 
firft Fruits of the Prefs after the Invention of the 
Typographical Art, being imprinted at Menrz in 
the Year 1460. This original Impyeffion confift- 
ed of 372 Leaves, without either Signatures: or 
Numeration of the Pages, neither of which were 
then in Ufe. The Character was rude in compa- 
rifon of later Types, but extremely polite if we 
confider the Time amit its Appearance, in the very 
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Infancy of Printing ; when we have far greater 
Caufe to admire fo vaft and difproportioned a 
Production of it, than to animadvert upon its Im- 
perfections. Each Side was divided into two 
equal Columns, either of which contained pre- 
cifely fixty-fix Lines, with a Margin and Inter- 
val fufficiently fpacious; the Paper large and 
{ftrong, but otherwife not beautiful. The Au- 
thor of this ancient Lexicon beftowed many Years 
in compiling of it, and finifhed it, as he tells us 
himfelf at the Conclufion of his Manufcripr, on 
the Nones of March 1286. He was a Man well 
verfed in the liberal Arts and Sciences; of the 
Order of preaching Friars, and remarkable for 
his extraordinary Sanctity. 

There cannot indeed a great deal be faid in 
Commendation of this Work, nor muft the Eru- 
dition of it be plac’d in Competition with thofe 
of a more modern Date; but with refpeét to the 
Age it was wrote in, it has not merited the Con- 
tempt which Era/musand fome others have thrown 
onit. It led the Way to thofe which afterwards 
outran it; and it fhould be remembered in its Fa- 
vour, that Invention is at once a more difficult 
and a nobler Inftance of Genius than Improve- 
ment. It was for a long while the fole Fountain 
from whence the Schools derived their Know- 
ledge in the Latin Tongue; fo that it is not to be 
wondred at, if a great many of the Literati exer- 
cifed themfelves in enlarging and embellifhing it, 
and {ucceeding Glof/ographers imagined they ought 
to be entirely fubmitted to, and even applauded, 
where-ever they could alledge the Authority of 
the Carholicon in behalf of their Opinions. 

The pious Colleétor of it fhewed a peculiar 
Regard to fuch Words as occurr’d in the facred 
Scriptures, or efpecially related to ’em, and was 
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careful to the utmoft of his Ability to difcover, 
and even exhauft the Senfe of them; an Exam- 
ple of this we have under INTERPREs, where 
he has not only denoted the general Meaning of 
it, but illuftrated it by a fhort Hiftory of the fe- 
veral Tranflations of the Old Teftament out of 
the Hebrew into Greek, and out of either into 
Latin. “© Firft by the Seventy, next by Aguila, 
“ a third and fourth by Zhccdotion® and Symachus ; 
“a fifth that was anonymous, and called the 
“¢ Vulgar Interpretation; befides a fixth and a 
“© feventh that were found by Origen, the laft of 
*¢ which was of the Pfalms only; and both which 
*¢ with immenfe Labour and Diligence he colla- 
“* ted with all the preceding ones.© The Verfi- 


“¢ ons 


a After the Chriftian Religion was fettled, as the Chrifti- 
ans fupported themfelves by the Authority of the LXX. fo 
fome of the Fews refolved to make a new Tranflation of the 
Books of the Bible, which, as they pretended, fhould be 
more conformable to the Hebrew Text, than that of the Sz- 
venty was. Aquila a Jew, was the firft who thought of this 
Defign, and after put it into Execution, in the Reign of 4- 
drian, by turning the Hebrew Text verbatim into Greek. 
Du Pin. Eccl. Hiff. Vol.I. p. 37. 

b A Difciple of Tatian, who after turn’d Marcionite, and 
at laft a Few, and flourifhed in the Time of the Emperor 
Commodus: He made another Greek Verfion of the whole 
Bible, in which, as he does not confine himfelf fo clofely to 
the Letter, as 4guila did, fo neither does he depart fo far 
from it as Symmachus, Author of the third Verfion, who 
lived in the Days of the Emperor Severus. He had former- 
ly been a Few, and at laft went over to the Seét of the Edis- 
wites. His Verfion is more lax, and he only concerns him- 
felf to render the Senfe without fervilely adhering to the 
Words. Ibid. 

¢ The Hexapla and Tetrapla of Origen were compofed of 
thefe Verfions. In the Hexapl/a they were joined to the He- 
brew Text written tro ways, that is to fay, in Greek and in 
Hebrew Chara&ters; and this compofed the two firft Columns 
of the Work: In the third Column ftood 47ui/a’s Tranflati- 
on, which was joined to the Hebrew Text as following the 


Hebrew 
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“ ons out of Greek into Latin were almott innu- 
“© merable, as St. Auguftin obferves; for in the 
“ Weftern primitive Church, almoft every Man 
“ that got a Greek Bible into his Hands, and was 
“ ever fo little verfed in that Language, turned 
“ it into his own. St. Zerom, who was skill’d 
“¢ in all the three Tongues, was the only Tranfla- 
*¢ tor of the Scriptures from the Hebrew into the 
“© Latin immediately : His Tranflation is very 
“ juftly efteemed not only for the Elegance and 
“ Perfpicuity of it, but likewife for its Striétnefs 
“ and Fidelity.” 

Our Author was beholden to Papias for what 
he has faid here in the Explanation of this Word, 
from whom, as well as Hugutius, he owns him- 
felf to have tranfcribed a great many Articles. 

All that I fhall fay farther of the Catholicon is, 
That altho’ the Edition of 1460 has neither Fau- 
fius’s Colophon, nor the Mark of a Calf’s- Horn in 
the Paper, which Naudeus and fome others have 
fancied to be a certain Criterion for diftinguifhing 
the Books which he printed, yet there is not the 
leaft Reafon to doubt its being the W ork of that in- 
comparable Artift. Nor is there any Foundation 
for Trithemius’s Opinion, which the Reputation of 
his great Knowledge in Antiquity has impofed on 
many, of an Edition of it antienter than this we 
are {peaking of, printed upon wooden Blocks, be- 
fore fufil feparate Types, which this is undeniably 

done 
Hebrew more religioufly than any of the reft. The Verfion 
of the Septuagint was placed between that of Symmachus and 
Theodotion, and fo thefe three Verfions compofed three Co- 
lumns: the two other Verfions were ranked in the two laft 
Columns, and the feventh, which was of the Book of P/alms, 
in the ninth Column.——JIn the Zerrap/a that was made after 
the Hexapla, Origen has retrenched the fifth and fixth Ver- 
fions, as alfo the two Columns of the Hesrew Text, fo that. 
it is only compoied of the Verfions of Aguila, Symmachus, 
the Septuagint and Theodotion. Ibid. 
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done on, were invented. The Blocks for this 
pretended original Impreffion muft be fome Years 
a preparing, and it is not to be imagined that 
amidft the Plenty of Manufcripts then extant, the 
Copies done off them could be fo quickly difpos’d 
of, as to encourage or require the undertaking 
another almoft immediately after the firft was 
wrought off: for that muft here be the Cafe, con- 
fidering there is an Interval but of ten Years at 
the moit, between the Date of our Edition and 
the very firft Offspring of the Prefs. There can- 
not be a more improbable Suppofition: and in-. 
deed this Prodigy of Trithemius’s has never yet 
been found in the moft copious Libraries, or oc- 
curr’d to the moft induftrious Enquiries of the 
Learned. But tho’ the Editions of this Work 
did not fucceed one another fo {wiftly in the pri- 
mordial Dawn of Typography, as this Critick 
and his Followers contend for, yet, in truth, it 
paffed thro’ feveral before the Conclufion of that 
Age, which was of all others the moft propiti- 
ous to Learning. As for Inftance: In the Year 
1483, there was an Impreffion of it finifhed at 
Fenice, corrected and amended by the Care and at 
the Expence of Herman Liechtenftein. Four Years 
after, viz. in 1487, another was compleated by 
the fame Perfon, and in the fame City. The 
fourth Edition of it was likewife at Venice, Anno 
1495, under the Revifal of Boneti Locatelli. At 
the Beginning of the fifth Century, Petrus A:gi- 
dius, a Man of great Eminency in the Canon and 
Civil Laws, very much enlarged it, and printed 
it at Lyons in 1506, a fecond time in 1514, and 
laftly in 120. 

Our Editors, having occafion (as we have feen) 
in their Account of the Catholicon, to make men- 
tion of Papias and Hugutius, as Writers to whom 
the 
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the Compiler of it has profefled himfelf greatly 


indebted, have given us a brief Hiftory of them 
as Authors, and fettled the Times in which they 
flourifhed. It not being poflible for us to go 
thorough the Subje& now, we fhall clofe this 
Article for the prefent with an Abftract of it. 

Papias was by Nationa Lombard. We know 
not when he was born, but he was undoubtedly 
more ancient than Foannes Januenfis, aS appears 
by this latter’s copying from him. It is furpri- 
fing that any one fhould degrade him fo low as 
the Age of the Catholicon; and even Trithemius, 
Platina, Cordel. 4. Beughem, and Fac. Phil. Ber: 
gomenjfis are miftaken, in imagining him to be but 
one hundred Years earlier: He was two at the 
leaft, as we are affured by Ca/par Barthius in his 
Adverfavia, who therein agrees with the Chronm- 
con Albericum MS. where it is noted, that in the 
Year 1053, being the 13th of the Emperor Hen- 
ry, the Son of Conrad, Papias {et forth his Book, 
entituled, ELEMENTARIUM DocTRIN& ERUv- 
DIMENTUM. 

He was a Man admirably vers’d in prophane 
Literature, as celebrated a Grammarian as any of 
his Time, a complete Matter in the Greek and 
Latin Tongues, and perfe€tly acquainted with the 
Scriptures and the Works of the Fathers. He 
wrote a great many things both on divine and 
human Subjeéts.  Zrithemius had {een only three, 
viz. De Ordine Dicendi. De Lingue Latine Voca- 
bulis. and Epiftcle ad diverfos. The fecond is that 
he is moft known by. Scaliger indeed underva- 
lues it extremely ; he treats it as ignominioufly as 
Evafmus does the Catholicon, and calls it futile O- 
pus; but others extol it as much, and fet it out 
for a rich Repofitory of Learning: Barthius in 
particular expatiates in the Praifes of it. Perhaps 

it 
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it will be fpeaking the Truth of it, to fay, that 
it was enrich’d with the Spoils of all that had 
preceded it. It had feveral Impreffions; one at 
Millain in 1476, and four following ones at Ve- 
nice, Annis 1485, 1487, 1491, and 1496. 

Hugutius, whom the Catholicon tran{cribed alfo, 
was a Pi/an by Birth, and Bifhop of Ferrara. A 
Man of confpicuous Figure about the Year 1196. 
I fuppofe the firft Preferment the Pope conferr’d 
on him was the Coadjutorfhip of a Monaftry, in 
the Library of which he met with Papias, and 
out of him, in a great meafure, compofed his 
Gloffary or Book of Derivations. Boccatius gives 
him a good Character in his GENEALOGY ot the 
Gops. Whether he wrote the Treati/e of Aii- 
mals that is ufually afcribed to him is uncertain, 
as there were others of his Name cotemporary 
with him famous for Learnirg; particularly cne, 
promoted to the Purple Anno 1191, who was 
reckoned the greateft Civilian and Canonift of 
that Age. His Vocabulary has never been print- 
ed, and the Manuicript Copies of it lie hid only 
in a few Collections. He has recorded his own 
Name and Country in the Preface of it, after the 
odd Manner of thofe Times. ‘* If any one asks 
¢ (fays he) who was the Author or Doer of this 
“© Work, it may be anfwered, God. If it be 
“© demanded who was the Inftrument in perform- 
“ ing of it, it may be replied, Hugutius of Pifa.” 
He died about the Year 1212. 

Our Editors apologize for infifting upon thefe 
things fo largely. The Latin Tongue had after- 
wards otherguefs Patrons to glory in than thofe 
they have now mentioned; but it is the eftablifh- 
ed Fate of Literature to grow up to Maturity by 
flow Degrees from the moft inconfiderable Ori- 
ginals: And they wonder very juftly at the un- 
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grateful Severity of Eva/mus and fome other Phi- 





at lologers towards thefe primitive Nurfes, who firft 
ad took care of the Language in the very Infancy of 
at its Reviction. If it received from them a ftronger 
"¢~ Nourifhment, and under their Tutelage advanc’d 
to Perfeétion, that cannot excufe their deridin 
fo, or calumniating thofe who adminiftred their beft 
A Affiftance at its new Birth, and preferv’d it from 
06. perifhing till it was provided with more able 
rd Guardians. 
in 
und 
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ain, ARTICLE XLIL 
rary 
one, Memorrs Hifforical and Military: Con- 
was . * e . ° 
~ taining a diftinE View of all the confide- 
tie rable States of Europe. With an accu- 
only rate Account of the Wars in which they 
own 
oe have been engaged, from the Year 1672, 
asks to the Year 1710. Interfperfed with va- 
on v10US Refieéttons on the Views, Politicks, 
o— and Interefis of the feveral Princes and 
ifa.” Republicks, by whom thofe Wars were 
- commenced or fuftained. With large Ob- 
thefe " ; —_ eS 
renin fervations on their Chai albers, confidered 
thofe either as Ambitious or Pacifick Powers, 
— Together with Remarks on the Condu& and 
ae Abilities of their Minifiers, Generals, Go- 
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vernors of Places, and other Officers, in 
the Plans and Execution of the feveral 
Operations of War wherein they were em- 
ployed. Written by the late Marquis De 
Fevaqureres, Lieutenant-General of the 
French Army; for the Inftruction of his 
Son. Tranflated from the French. With 
Preliminary Remarks, and a Military Di- 
Gionary, explaining the difficult Terms in 
the Art of War, by theTranflator. 2 Vol. 
8vo. Pagg. 408, 368; befides a large 
Preface, Military Ditionary, and Con- 
tents. 


'HESE Memoirs were wrote by the noble 
Author, to corroborate a Set of military 
Maxims which he had colleéted for the Ufe of 
his Son, and which he defign’d he fhould read 
with Deliberation, and make his ferious Study, 
while he was young, in order to qualify him to 
engage in the Service of his Country, when his 
Age fhould admit of it, with the greater Capaci- 
ty and Reputation. As they have been receiv’d 
with Applaufe, not only in Frazce, but in {everal 
other Places abroad, where a martial Genius is in 
Vogue, it was thought a Tranflation of them in- 
to our Language would not be unacceptable to 
the Generality of the Englifb, who are certainly 
equal to any in Courage, and fhould fcorn to be 
inferior to any in the Conduét and Difcipline of 
the Field. And the Perufal of them is the more 
feafonable at this Time, when the greateft Powers 
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of Europe are in Arms, and when there is fo much 
Probability of ourfelves alfo being fhortly involv’d 
ina War: This fhould raife in our Nobility and 
Gentry, who are emulous of the Glory and Re- 
nown of their Anceftors, a Curiofity of enqui- 
ring into every thing that is proper to form them 
for fuch a wife and heroick Behaviour in the 
Courfe of it, (if it fhould fo happen) as may do 
Honour to their own Names and Families in par- 
ticular, and even furpafs the ancient Fame and 
Character of the Britifh Nation. 

It muft be own’d, that to imprefs a complete 
Idea of the military Science, to form an accom- 
plifhed General or Commander, the Tutelage 
and Inftructions of the fagacious Konig/egg, or the 
unparallel’d Eugene, are of greater Efficacy than 
all the Treatifes in the World; but in fuch as 
thefe before us, the young Proficients may learn 
thofe Rudiments of the Art, which they ought 
not to be ignorant of at their firft Matriculation 
into the Univerfities of Jtaly and the Rbixe. 

1 have not room for a circumftantial Detail of 
this Work; the Title- Page conveys a general No- 
tion of it, and that may bea little improv’d by 
what the Writer himfelf has faid of it in his Pre- 
face. He intended it as a kind of Appendix to 
the Maxims aforementioned, which he had felcét- 
ed for the Inftruétion of his Son. “ He thought 
** it neceffary, as he tells us, to illuftrate them 
“* by a Series of Memoirs hiftorical and military, 
“ digefted into the fame Method as they were; 
*¢ containing fuch Examples, cither good or bad, 
“Cas he himfelf had been a Speétator of, or 
“* were tranfacted in his Time; and which mighe 
*¢ demonftrate to his Son, that the happy or 
“ unfortunate Events related in them, have 
** either refulted from the Obfervance or ge 
6 nF 
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“© of the Maxims he recommended, or have been 
“© conducted by Motives very different from thofe 
“¢ that came within the Compafs of publick Ob- 
¢ fervation. 

“ He has regifter’'d Things, and drawn his 
“ Characters with Freedom ard Impartiality 
“¢ and he affures his Readers they will meet with 
“© no Particulars in thefe Reflections, but what 
“ entirely correfpond with Truth, and were well 
“ known by feveral intelligent Perfons, at the 
‘¢ time when the Errors he has pointed out were 
“© committed, and the Events, whofe real Cau- 
“© fes he has aflign’d, were introduced on the 
“ Stage of Action.” 

Mere Analyfes of Books are of all things the 
moft tedious and difapreeable to ingenious Read- 
ers: A bare Enumeration of the Contents is to 
the full as entertaining and inftru€tive. The laft 
is what I can only infert here; for, as I have 
hinted before, I have no room forany juft Abridg- 
ment, and an Extract containing a feparate De- 
{cription of a Siege or a Battel, is not the pro- 
pereft Furniture of a Literary Journal. 

The firft Volume of thefe Memoirs is divided 
into thirty Chapters, viz. I. A diftinét View of 
the States of Europe. II. Of the Maxims and 
Character of a pacific Prince. III. Of the Cha- 
racter of an ambitious Prince. IV. Of the Care 
Princes ought to take in forming Generals for their 
Service, and how neceflary it is for them co gain, 
by their own Experience, a competent Know- 
ledge of the Perfons they defign tor Command, 
“¢ and to reward them in proportion to their Ser- 
vices. V. Of military Difcipline. VI. Of the 
Troops which compofe Armies. VII. Of the | 
different Kinds of War, and the Manner in which 
they ought to be maintained. VIII. Of the 
Difpofi- 
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Difpofition and Plans of War. IX. Of Secrecy. 
X. Of the Knowledge of Countries. XI. Of 
the Manner of affembling an Army. XII. Of 
Marches. XIII. Of Encampments. XIV. Of 
Forrage in general. XV. Of Convoys. XVI. 
Of Parties of War. XVII. Of particular En- 
counters. XVIII. Of the Surprifal of Places. 
XIX. Of the Surprifal of Pofts. XX. Of the 
taking of Quarters, and feparate Bodies of Troops, 
by Force of Arms. XXI. Of the Surprifal of 
Convoys. XXII. Of the Surprifal of Baggage. 
XXII. Of Surprifals in Marches. XXIV. Of 
the Surorifal of a whole Army. XXV. Of the 
Surprifals of Paffages over Rivers, .and of Defiles. 
XXVI. OF Attacks form’d againft Armies in 
their Trenches. XXVII. Of Skirmithes. 
XXVIII. Of Ambufcades. XXIX. Of the At- 
tack of Lines formed to cover aCountry. XXX. 
OF the Attack of Lines of Circumvallation. 


The fecond Volume confifts but of twenty 
Chapters, viz. I. Of Battels. II. Of Blockades. 
IiI. Of the Manner of invefting Places. IV. Of 
Camps entrenched under the Walls of Towns. 
V. OF Lines of Circumvallation. VI. Of the 
Attack of a Place. VII. Of Saps, and Demi- 
Saps. VIII. Of Batteries of Cannon and Mor- 
tars. IX. Of Lodgments on the Glacis. X. Of 
the Attack of Outworks. XI. Of the Attack 
of Counterfcarps and Covered Ways. XII. OF 
the Paffage over Ditches, XIII. Of Mines. 
XIV. Of Breaches. XV. Of inward Intrench- 
ments. XVI. Of Affaults. XVU. Of Capi- 
tulations. XVIII. Of the Defence of Places 
that are attacked. XIX. Of Winter Quarters. 
XX. Of Contributions. 


JUNE 1735. Ge Under 
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Under this Variety of Heads, the illuftrious 
Author has comprifed the fafeft Directions for the 
carrying on a profperous War; and likewife thofe 
Cautions, which are of the utmoft Confequence, 
to prevent the beft concerted Defigns from 
mifcarrying. And he has interfperfed through- 
out the whole, fuch Accounts of the principal 
Perfons, who had a Share in the moft important 
Tranfactions of State during the Period of his 
Hiftory, that it mult afford both a pleafing and 
ufeful Amufement to all that have any Concern- 
ment in publick Affairs. 


















ARTICLE XLII. 


Animapverstrowns upon a late Pamphlet, 
entituled, Chriftian Liberty afferted, and 
the Dodtrine of the Trinity vindicated. 
By a Clergyman in the Country. London: 
Printed for W. Innys aud R. Manby, at 
the Weft End of St. Paul’s. 1735. 8vo. 


Pagg. 140. 













HE Writer of this Treatife tells us, Eve- 

ry one that has read the Pamphlet which 
this isa Reply to, immediately perceived that it 
was below Dr. Waterland’s Notice; both becaufe 
the argumentative Part of it was little more than 
Repetition, and had been fully anfwered in the 


Doétor’s former Books, inftead of being a diftinct 
Anfwer 
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An{wer to his laft; and becaufe the bitter Rail- 
ing and Reproaches interfperfed throughout, 
might be fafely trufted with every intelligent and 
candid Reader, as incapable of hurting any one 
befides the Man who ufed them. Some Reply 
however (he fays) was judged not altogether 
needlefs, as that Pamphlet might fall into the 
Hands of fuch, who are not fufficiently verfed in 
the Controverfy, to difcover how impertinent and 
trite a Performance it is; aad chiefly, becaufe 
fome Men never think themfelves anfwered, if 
permitted to have the laft Word. 

’Tis upon thefe Accounts our Author has 
drawn up the following Sheets, in which he does 
not pretend to make any new Difcoveries, or to 
bring any frefh Support to the Catholick Caufe, 
which at this time of Day really wants none; but 
refers the Reader chiefly to the learned and un- 
anfwered Labours already publifhed upon this 
Subject, and particularly to Dr. Waterland’s, 
which ought to be in every one’s Hands, who 
may be led by Curiofity, or engag’d in Duty, to 
make this Controverfy a Part of his Studies. If 
thefe be read with Impartiality and Attention, 
they muft of confequence be read with great Im- 
provement and Advantage, and that reverend 
Perfon will need no further Vindication from Mr. 
Fackfon’s Calumnies. For this Reafon, our Au- 
thor has been very little follicitous upon this 
Head, as well knowing the Reputation here at- 
tacked, is as incapable of being advanc’d by any 
Praifes he can beftow on it, as of being fullied 
by this Defamer’s Invectives, or leflened by his 
Cenfure. 

As to himfelf (he affures us) he has been fo lit- 
tle defirous to enlarge the Catalogue, or aggravate 
the Nature of his Adverfaries unjuft and abufive 
Paffages, that he has fcarce perhaps pointed out 
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what may be judged fufficient to juftify his own 
Charges. Neither has he, very likely, expo- 
fed a// his unfair Dealings with regard to ancient 
Authorities; becaufe he did not think it (he fays) 
worth his while to examine all his Quotations: But 
he thinks he may fay he has given fuch a Specimen, 
as is enough to make any Man, who 1s not willing 
to be deceived, cautious how he trufts him upon 
his bare Word. 

I have faid fo much iy feveral Places againft the 
mere Altercations of learned Men, that I fhould 
be inexcufable if I troubled my Readers with any 
more of them than is abfolutely neceflary. Tis 
for this Reafon I fhall content myfelf with the 
Account above given of the Book before us, 
and entring hardly at all into it as a Difpute, en- 
tertain the Publick only with a few Extracts out 
of jt, which are of a general Concernment: and 
excepting this immediately following, they. fhall 
all of them be Refleétions or Remarks on fome 





particular Texts of Scripture, which may be of 


ufe, or proper to gratify a learned Curiofity. 

Mr. Fack/on, it feems, had reprefented the Con- 
vocation of 1714 as Arianiz’d, on account of the 
Indulgence which (he pretends) they fhewed to 
Dr. Clarke. Our Author does not pofitively de- 
ny but fome Tendernefs might have been exprefs’d 
towards the Dotor’s Perfon, tho’ he is fure they 
had none for his Tenets; however, as fo ill an In- 
ference has been drawn from their Behaviour in 
that Inftance, he thinks ** the Clergy may learn from 
“¢ hence, how to fhew Favours and [Indulgence 
“* for the future, when they fee what Ufe is made 
*S of them, and what Conclufions are drawn 
“¢ from them. There feem (adds he) to be fome 
** {mall Hopes alive in the Nation, that the Con- 
** vocation may fometime be allow’d to fit and 
“ act again. If they /bould, it becomes not me 
G6 to 
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** to fuggeft any thing to my Superiors: Bur they 
*¢ may perhaps think it becomes their Character, 
“¢ and is incumbent upon them to confider, that 
*¢ whatever Lenity may be extended tothe Doubts 
“Cand Miftakes of candid and modeft Enquirersy 
“* yet abandon’ d and flagrant Here/y, whenii grows 
“* boifterous and bold, and infolent and outrageous, 
“* is not to be conniv’d at. They may perhaps 
“ think that the Do@trine of the Church, which 
“¢ they have all moft folemnly fub{cribed, fhould 
** not be publickly affronted — with Impunity.” 
I have placed this Quotation in the Front, as it is 
of fpecial Importance, and deferves 4 very fingus 
lar Attention: It points out to us the moft effe- 
ctual Remedy that can be apply’d to the Infeéti- 
on of Here/y. 

Mr. Fack/on in Chriftian Liberty afferted had 
treated 1 Fohu v.7. as a {purious Text. ‘* Our 
“¢ Reformers (as he fays) printed it in a different 
“° Charatter, to fignify its being wanting in the Ori- 
“‘oinal.” What Original? fays our ingenious Au- 
thor ; ** The particutar Copy or Copies which 
** they made ufe of, were to them the Original: 
«© and fuppofing it to have been wanting in this 
© Original, what then? Might it not be in other 
“© Originals? And was the State of Criticifm fo 
&¢ perfec at that Time, that the Copies which 
©° our Reformers had, fhould fix the Standard 
“© with regard to all others, and fuperfede future 
“ Difcoveries? The Cafe feems to have been no 
“© more than this, that our Reformers doubted 
“ of the Genuinenefs of the Place for a few 
“ Years, upon the Authority of Eva/mus; but as 
“© he reftored it in his third Edition, fo our Re- 
“© formers foon got over their Scruples, and print- 
“© ed it like the reft in fome very early Impreffi- 
“ ons. But, it bas been foewn to be an Interpola- 
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° sion, Kc. Shewn! (continues our Author) 
“* where, and by whom? 
*¢ This Matter was debated between Mr. Mar- 
tin and Mr. Emlyn. If the Reader will be at 
the pains to go through the Controverfy, he 
will be able to judge for himfelf. Since that 
it has been attack’d by an impious Confederacy 
of Men, (as ’tis fuppofed) who have burlet- 
qued the Word of God in a moft infamous man- 
ner, by a vile and ludicrous Ver/ion. Mr. 
© Jwells of Marlborough has repell’d their impo- 
*¢ tent and malicious Affaults, in his critical Ex- 
“° “mination of their mew Text and Verfion. It 
“¢ does not appear, Mr. Fack/on fays, in any one 
“¢ Greek Manufcript extant, that is genuine, or 
** known to be older than Printing. But if it 
“¢ appear in no MSS. extant above the Age fpe- 
* cified, pray what is become of them? It did 
“* appear in feveral, to Laurentius Valla, to the 
“¢ Editors of Complutum, to Era/mus, to R. Ste- 
“¢ phensy to Beza, to the Louvain Divines, to 
“* Father melotte. If they are perifhed fince by 
*¢ Age or Accident, we cannot help it: All MSS. 
*¢ at laft muft fhare the fame Fate; and muft we 
*¢ then give up our Bibles? But poflibly thefe 
“ MSS. may ftill, fome or all of them, be inbe- 
*¢ ing, and only lie concealed in Corners. It ap- 
*¢ pears too ina MS. extant at Dublin; Can it be 
“¢ prov’d to be later than Printing? And as to the 
*“« Latin MSS. far the greater Number of thofe 
*¢ that have been hitherto collated, retain it.” 
Page 82. Fobn i. 1, 2, 3. comes under Confi- 
deration, in Oppofition to Mr. Fack/on, who af- 
ferts that two diftinét aéting Beings are denoted there. 
Our Author fays, “* This is indifputably falfe, ac- 
** cording to the common Ufe of Language, 
*¢ which always means by two Beings, two /epa- 
| : | rate 
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rate Beings or Subitances. If therefore Father 
and Son have one undivided Effence, they can- 


not be called two Beings. Two Perfons the 
Church teaches them to be, and that’s as much 


as the Text requires.” Again, Mr. Fack/fon 


fays, It is obfervable that St.John does not ftile the 
Word God, or fay that he is God, but that iz the 
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eginning he was God. “ This Obfervation is 
made merely to introduce a very wild Ima- 
gination, that the WYord was only God, as he 
was the Meffenger, Word, Angel, or Reprefen- 
tative of the moft High God, who appeared to 
Adam, the Patriarchs, &c. But when he was 
made Flefh he laid afide this Charaéer; that 
is, in confequence of this Interpretation, he 
ceafed to be God. Well, but inftead of it, 
it’s pretended, he received a greater, more glori- 
ous and divine Name, &c. fothat inftead of lo/ing 
any thing by ceafing to be God, he was a Gainer 
by it; yes, be was then declared The only begot- 
ten of the Father, aud our Lord and Saviour. 
That is, having ceafed to be God, which, it 
feems, is only laying afide a Charaéter, he was 
made a Son. ‘This we are told is a more emi- 
nent Charaéter (fo that this is a Charaéer too ) 
than being merely the Word of God. Won- 
derful Account this! (fays our Author.) Let 
us fee how it fquares with the Scriptures. They 
reprefent the Word's being made Fle/b as a very 
great Humiliation and Abafement; but this 
Account of the Matter makes it a high Ad- 
vancement and Exalration. St. Paul fays he 
humbled, emptied, made bimfelf of no Reputati- 
on; but according to Mr. Fack/on, it was by 
advancing, replenifhing bimfelf, affuming a more 
eminent and glorious Charatier. What a noble 
Idea does this infpire of the Love of Chrift to 
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‘© Mankind, who thus condefcended to receive a 
“° greater, more glorious and divine Name for their 
“© Sakes? After his Reiurrection he was, as 
“© Mr. Fack/on will have it, made Lord over all, 
“ which implied his then becoming God in a far 
“¢ higher Senfe than he was iz the Beginning : Sothat 
“ having loft his Godbead for about thirty Years, he 
*° now began to be God again, a greater God than 
“ ever he was before.” 4 wretched Scheme, if this 
be a genuine Reprefentation of it! That can never 
be the true Meaning of any Portion of Scripture, 
which is agreeable to it. 

Hebrews i. 8, 9, 10. is next animadverted on, 
(p 93.) The ninth Verfe of this Paflage Dr. Wa- 
terland underftands of the Son, confidered as Matty 
and in bis State of Humiliation. With regard to 
the roth and following Ver/es, I perceive our Au- 
thor’s Sentiments correfpond pretty nearly with a 
Remark which the Reader may find in our Re- 
publick for the laft Oober, p. 291. I chufe there- 
fore here entirely to omit them, as I would avoid 
any needlefs Repetitions. Thefe Extracts are de- 
fign’d, not merely as Amufements, but as inftrue 
€tive Explications of thofe Zexts which contain 
the fublimeft and moft important Doétrines of 
Revelation, and which every pious Chriftian 
fhould enquire into, and be well acquainted with. 
In my Abftraét of that Book, of which this be- 
fore us is aConfutation, I have infifted very large- 
ly on Mr. Fack/on’s Account of them, and I in- 
tended in this 4rticle to fhew them over again to 
the World, in the different Habit wherewith our 
Author has here cloathed them; by viewing 
them in both, fome People may be enabled the 
better to judge of their true Features. I am pre- 
vented from executing my Purpofe at this time 
by reafon of the Jndcx, which is neceffarily to ac- 
company 
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company this Nuzber, but I do not therefore de- 
fert it; our Prefent State, &c. for the enfuing 
Month wiil begin with a Continuation of it. 
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ARTICLE XLIV. 
State of Learning. 





PETERE BUR G. 


n. Xyrvilow, firft Secretary to the Senate, 
M has publifhed his Map of the Rufian Em- 
pire, by which it appears that this vaft Empire 
contains in Length, from Weft to Eaff, the 
Countries between the Gulph of Fiz/and and the 
Pontus Euxinus, on one Side; and on the other, 
the Sea of Kam/chatka, the Peninfula of the fame 
Name, and the Land of Yed/o, which is an Ifland. 
In its Breadth, that Empire is bounded in the 
North by the Nova Zembla, which is contiguous 
to the Continent; and in the South by Perfia, the 
Mogul Empire, and China. 





COPENHAGEN. 


BY” Aftronomia, five Afironomie Pars mecha- 

nica, im qua defcrituntur Obfervatoria, atque 
Lafivumenta Aftronomica Remeriana Danica; fimul- 
gue eorum ufus: five Methedi obfervandi Remeria- 
n@ in ufum publicum, €P prefertim ingratiam und 
prodeuntis valde infianis atque ufis amplifiimi, nun- 
guam non potteris memovandi Tridui Obfervationum 
Yufculenarum Remeri ex fundamentis cxponuntur o 
; | Pétro 
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Petro Horrebowio Philofophie §F Medicine Dofore 
in Univerfitate Havnienfi Afironomie Profeffore, ac 
Societatis Artium Parifienfis Membro. 








HAMBURGH. 


I. n. Fabricius has juft publifh’d the third 

1D Volume of his Bibliotheca Latina Media 
ES infime Astatis, Liber VII, & VIII. This 
Volume contains only the Letters G and Hy, fo 
that we may fuppofe there will be three or four 
Volumes more to complete the Work. 









II. The third and laft Part of the Hifory of 
Brunfwick-Lunenburg, by the late Mr. Pfeffinger, 
will foon come out. 






BREMEN. 


OH. Friderici Bertrami, Theologi in Aula Off- 

frifiaca, Parerga Oftfrifiaca, quibus continen- 
tur Differtationes de rerum in Ecclefia &§ Republica 
Frifie Orientalis geftarum Scriptoribus.  Accedit 
Satura Obfervationum ad Hiftoriam Frifie Orien- 
talis €P Ecclefiaflicam &§ Literariam Spettantium. 
In 8vo. 
















HELMET A DT. 


Difciple of Dr. Mofheim has put out Mo- 

defta Inquifitie in novam dogmatis de S. S. 
Trinitate explicationem quam Vir Cl. Paulus Maty 
auper propofuit. Conftripta &F fub Prefidio Viri 
venerabilis ac dottiffimi Fo. Laur. Mofbeimii, Theol. 
D.&8 in Acad.Fulia Profefforis, Difputationis loco 
edita & Frid. HannibaleS.§.Ib.C. In 4to. 










LONDON. 
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LONDON. 


I. Ef. Innys and Maney, Printers to 

the RoyaL SocieEry, have juft pub- 
lifhed here, 4 Explanation of the NewTontan 
PutvLosopny ; being a Tranflation of the Leétures 
read in Latin by the celebrated Dr. WiLLiam- 
James GRAVESANDE, to the young Gentlemen 
of the Univerfity of Leyden; where he is Profef- 
for of Mathematicks and Afironomy. ‘This Gen- 
tleman obliged the World fome Years ago with a 
very curious and ufeful Work, entituled, Mathe- 
matical Elements of natural Philofophy confirmed by 
Experiments, in which he exhibited {uch accurate 
Views and Defcriptions of all the Machines that 
were employed in the Courfe of them, and fo 
punctually related their whole Procets, thataclear 
Idea of many of the Phenomena may be obtain’d 
only by a Perufal of them. The learned Author 
has given us in this Book, the Principles and E- 
lements, which thofe, and other Experiments fince 
made, were intended to illuftrate and confirm, 
wholly omitting the Experiments themfelves. In 
order to reduce them to a convenient Size, and 
fuit them better to the End and Purpofe of mere 
Elements, he has been forced to change their 
‘Form coniiderably from that which they before 
appear’d in, and he has accordingly altered the 
Title of them. Yet, inftead of any thing effen- 
tial to the Syftem he annually demonftrates being 
here omitted, he has, on the contrary, added to 
this Compendium fomething new concerning the 
Laws of Percuflion, befide other Theories which 
he has now firft introduc’d, or infifted on more 
largely and explicitly than heretofore. He tells 
us in his Preface, that though he has not in every 
thing 
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thing fervilely followed the Opinions of Sir Isaac 
Newron, and notwithftanding there are many 
Inventions of other Phyfiologers propofed in this 
Treatife, yet he has not {crupled to call it the 
Newtonian Philofophy: And that, not only becaufe 
the principal Points that are handled in it, were 
originally difcovered or improv’d and demonftra- 
ted by the fubtle Genius and indefatigable Induftry 
of that great Mafter of the Sciences, but alfo, 
becaufe in Conformity with that excellent Me- 
thod, which the Authority of his Praétice alone 
could eftablifh, all the Conclufions therein are 
deduc’d from Phasnomena, without the leaft Re- 
gard to any previous Hypothefes whatfoever. 
This Piece is in Odave, confifting of 435 Pages, 
befides a great Number of Copper Plates. 

II. There is alfo juft now finifhed, and fold by 
R. Gofling at the Mitre and Crown, I. Wotton at 
the Queen’s Head and Three Daggers, both in 
Fleet fircet; and Meff. Junys and Manby at the Weft 
Eind of St. Paul's: A very inftruétive and enter- 
taining Work, being THe PeEERaGe or ENe- 
LAND, in Four Volumes Odiavo ; illuftrated with 
all their Coats of Arms, Crefts, avd Supporters, 
curioufly engraven, and containing a Genealogical 
and Hittorieal Account of their Descents and 
CoLLATERAL Lines: Their Brrrus, Marri- 
AGES, and Yssuzrs: Famous Actions both in War 
and Peace; Religious avd charitable DoNATIONS: 
Deatrus, Piaces of Burra, Monuments, 
Epirapus: 42d many valuable Memoirs never 
before printed; collected from Records, old Wills, 
aathentick Manufcripts, our moft approv’d Hitto- 
rians, avd other Authorities. By ARTHUR CoL- 
Lins, E/g. 

This Subje&, as the ingenious Compiler ob- 
ferves, has been diligently cultivated by feveral 
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eminent Antiquaries; however, the great Lights 
and Advantages which the current Age has re- 
ceived by the Difcovery of old Records and ori- 
ginal Inftruments, efpecially that noble Colleé&i- 
on which we call Rymer’s Federa, has enabled 
him in this Performance to correct fuch Miftakes 
as they fell into, and make large Additions to 
what they have left us. But over and above thefe 
general Helps, our, Author, as he tells us,, was 
happy in fome particular Affiftances. He had be- 
fore him the Autograph Copy of Mr. Dugdale’s 
Baronage of England, corrected and enlarged by 
that Writer’s own judicious Hand; he has been 
favoured with Informations from fome of the 
moft skilful in this Kind of Knowledge that our 
Nation can boaft of, and has been honoured by 
feveral of the firft Rank with the.Perufal of their 
Family Evidences, by which means he has been 
qualify’d co furnifh his Readers with a great Va- 
riety of valuable Memoirs, and an impartial Re- 
lation of the principal Events which have hap- 
pened in this Kingdom, from the Conque/i to the 
prefent Age. 

III. Meff. Zunys and Manby have printed Pur- 
LOSOPHICAL TRANSACTIONS for the Months of 
September, Ottober, and November 1734. Con- 
taining, 

t. De AMBRAGRYSEA. Auffore Cafparo Neu- | 
manno, M. D. Chemie Profef/: Berolin. &§ R.S.S. 
Pars Il. 

2. An Account of a new Engine for raifing Wa- 
ter, in which Horfes or other Animals draw with- 
out any Lofs of Power (which bas never yet been, 
pradifed) and the Strokes of the Piftons may be 
made of any Length, to prevent the Lofs of Water, 
by the too frequent opening of Valves, with many 
other Advantages altogether news the Model of 
which was foewn to the Royal Society on the 28th 
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of November, dy Walter Churchman, tle Jn- 
ventor of it. 

3. An Abfirait of the Meteorological Diaries, 
communicated to the Royal Society, with Remarks 
upon them. By W. Derham, D. D. Canon of 
Windfor, F.R.S. Parr IV. 

4. An Account of the dead Bodies of a Man 
and Woman, which were preferved 49 Years in the 
Moors in Derbyfhire; being Part of a Letter from 
Dr. Charles Balguy of Peterborough zo Crom- 
well Mortimer, AZ. D. R. S. Sec. 

gy. An Account, by Dr. Richard-Middleton 
Maffey, of a Book, entituled, Locupletiffimi Re- 
rum Naturalium Thefauri, accurata Defcriptio, 
&c. Vol. I. Amftel. 1734. in Folio. 4a exad 
Defcription of the principal Curiofities in Nature, in 
the large Muleum of Albertus Seba, F. R. S. 
Vol.1. Amfterdam. 1734. 





The Subject of the firft of thefe Articles has 
been a Matter of Debate, ever fince we have had 
any Acquaintance with it: It is ftrange the Na- 
ture and Origin of a Drug, fo often found, and 
fo commonly made ufe ot, fhould yet be unde- 
termined. ‘The Refearches of this learned Pro- 
feffor, who is diligently enquiring into both, will, 
it is likely, give the Virtuofi entire Satisfaction 
upon thefe Heads, and bring the Difpute to a fi- 
- nal Iffue. 





Thofe who are curious 1n Meteorology will find 
fomething to exercife their Enquiries under the 
third Particular treated of in thefe Tranfactions. 
Dr. Cyril, who kept a Diary of the Weather at 
Naples during the Year 1727, informs the Royal 
Society, (to whom he recommends the Inveftigati- 


on of it asa furprizing Phenomenon) ‘ That 
“Water 
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“ Water freezes there at a warmer Degree of the 
°° Thermometer than it does at Loudon : The Dif- 
“* ference between the two Places being fo great 
“© as ten Gradations. From whence he infers, 
“¢ that fomething elfe befides the bare Intenfity of 
‘¢ Cold is neceflary to Congelation, which thing, 
“© whatfoever it is, the Air of that Country may 
be more impregnated with than ours. Juft as 
we find in making Ice artificially, that Sxow 
and Water alone will fcarcely do without a 
“¢ Mixture of Salt.” 

Dr. Derbam obferves upon this, “ That at 
Chriftiana in Norway alfo, it was remark’d by 
an illuftrious Perfon, that the Sun was vebe- 
mently bot there in ‘fuly, when the Spirits were 
bur at 36 and 34 Degrees; in 4ugu/?, the fame 
noble Experimentor takes notice that at 25, 
“ 27, and 28 Degrees, the Weather was exceed- 
“ ing bot.” Dr. Derbam diftinetly mentions the 
Heat of the Sun, and the Heat of the Weather, 
(as the Gentleman at Norway likewife diftinguithes 
them) becaufe they may not mcan the fame thing, 
the Doétor having been told by the Whale-Fifh- 
ers, ** That in Greenland the Heat of the Sun is 
‘¢ {carce tolerable on one Side of the Ship, when 
“© on the other Side it freezes hard.” 


os 








The Studious in natural Hiftory will find fome- 
thing to amufe them in the Account of the dead 
Bodies, €@¢c. which takes up the fourth Difcourfe 

here. ‘* The Perfons it relates to, were loft in 
“a great Snow, January the 14th, 16743; and 
*¢ not being found till the third of May follow- 
“¢ ing (the Snow lafting probably the greateft 
“© Part of that Time) they then {melt fo ftrong, 
© that 
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«© that the Coroner ordered them to be buried on 
“ the Spot. They lay ina Peat-Mofs 28 Years, 
“* 9 Months, before they were looked at again, 
“ when fome Countrymen having experienced, it 
‘* is probable, the extraordinary Quality of this 
“¢ Soil in preferving dead Bodies from corrupting, 
“* were curious enough to open the Ground to 
“¢ fee if thefe Perfons were fo preferv’d, and found 
«© them no way altered, the Colour of their Skin 
“ being fair and natural, and their Flefh foft as 
“¢ that of People newly ‘dead. They were after- 
“ wards expoled for a Sight 20 Years, though 
“ they were much changed in that Time, by be- 
“ing fo often uncovered. In 1716 the Man 
“ was perfet, his Beard ftrong, and about a 
“¢ quarter of an Inch long, the Hair of his Head 
“ fhort, his Skin hard, and of a tann’d Leather 
“Colour, pretty much the fame as the Liquor 
“© and Earth shey lay in. The Woman had been 
«¢ taken out of the Ground by fome rude Folks, 
“© and fo was in fome Parts decayed. ——They 
6° were afterwards buried in Hope Church, where 
“ upon looking into the Grave fome time after- 
“© wards, it was found they were entirely confu- 
c med. Mr. Wermald the Minifter of Alope was 
“¢ prefent when they were removed: He obfer- 
“ ved that they lay about a Yard deep, the Soil 
“ or Mofs moift, but no Water ftood in the 


“6 Place at all.” 
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Bftinence from Blood, Senfe of Ecclefiaftical 


Antiquity about it, Page 87 to 94. 
Achilles, bis Behaviour at Troy, 304 
Acts xxi. 25. explained, 92 
Adam, the Hero of Paradife loft, 49 
Ambuttius (Fabius) a Story of bim, 260 
Analyfis of Philofophy, 313 


Andrew Underfhaft (St.) why /o called, 20F 
Aquila, an Account of bis Tranflation of the Bible, 


444 
Arm (of the Lord), the Import of it, 289 
Arran (Earl of) propos’d to Queen Elizabeth, 376 
Ariftides, bis Charaéter, 250 


Afia the le/s, the Excellency of its Climate, 116 
Athens, by what Steps it afcended above the reft of 


Greece, 248 
Athene, its Derivation, _ 284 
Atkyns (Richard) his Record relating to printing, 

Sy. Su/petted of Forgery, [7 


Atkins (John) bis Voyage to Guinea, 262. His 
Philofophical Soliloquy, 265. His Refleétions on 
the Devotions of the barbarous Africans, 267 


Hh Auttin 








































































































ij INDE X. 
Auftin (Sz.) bis Opinion of the Apoftolical Decrees 
88 
B. 


Arnes (Julyans) an accomplifbed Lady, 60 
Bard (4 frroling), a Charatter peculiar to 


Greece, 190 
Beans, grow in Water alone, 9 
Belles Lettwes, Method of fiudying them, 147,165, 

247 
Berkley ( Bifbop), bis Idea of material Subftance, 
IOI 
Beverly (Col.), bis Story of a Hare and Rattle- 

Snake, 327 
Bifhops iz Scotland taxed, 373 
Blood, the Unlawfulne/s of eating it proved, 8yF 
Bodies (dead) ftrangely preferved, 467 
Bradley (Mr.), bis Account of fome Experiments, 

&c. 13 
Bulbs, a new Method of blowing them, 7 

C. 
I Adence, wherein it confifts, 346 
Cannibals, the vulgar Notion of them con- 

futed, 273 
Carteret (Lord) his Regard to Merit, 212 
Catholicon, an Account of it, 442 
Caxton (William) the jfirff Englith Printer, 4 
-— Memoirs of him, 6I 
Chaucer, his Editors, 220 


Chapman (Mr.) bis Reply to Dr. Sykes, 38z 
Choafpes (the River), a Criticifm on it, 176 


Chriftianity, zts Structure defcribed, 282 
Chryfoftom (St.) bis Opinion of the Apoftolical 

Decree, 87—89 
Cimon, bis Charaéer, 250 


Clarke 

















INDEX. jij 
Clarke (Dr. Samuel), his Cenfure of extravagant 
Notions in Religion, 97. His Sentiments of Mr. 


Dodwell’s Hypothesis about the Soul, 99 
Clarke (Mr. Jofeph), ixfulted by Mr. Jackfon, 
41 

Clock, 4/ronomical one defcribed, 14, 
Cogitation, whether confiftent with Extenfion, 417 
Confcioufnels, a individual Property, 108 


Congregation, (7# Scotland) their Circumftances 
and Proceedings, 118,120,121,122,123,12f, 


132 
1 Cor. x1. 23. explained, 434. 
X. 16 to 22. commented on, 4.36 





Corfellis, /uppofed by fome the firft Printer in Eng- 


land, vs 
Cowper (Earl), his Frieadfbip for Mr. Hughes, 


335. His Letter to him, 338 
Creation (Eternal), the Poffibility of it difputed, 
421, 426 

Creed (Athanafian), a Prefervative againft Here- 
fiesy 229 
Crete, its Laws relating to Mu/ick, 199 
Curius, bis noble Contempt of Money, Iss 


Curteis (William), bis new Metbod of Vegetati- 
Ons 


7 

Cyprian (St.) bis Interpretation of the Apoflolick 

Decree, 89 

Cyrus, bis Charaéter, 246 
D. 

Avenant (Sir William), faves Milton’s Life, 


32 
Denham (Sir John), bis Fudgment of Paradise 


loft, 46 
Defcriptions iz Poetry, an Effay on them, 3st 
Dictionary, @ new one, 223 


Hh 2 Dion, 





































































iv INDE X. 


Dion, his Charaéter, 256 
Diftance, the Metaphyfical Nature of it, 414,416 
Dorfet (Earl of), recommends Paradife loft, 46 


Dour, the Signification of it, 286 
E. 
Cclefiaftes vi. 10. explained, 287 


Education (Lacedemonian) defcribed, 251 
Elegance, the Lugredients of it, 346 
Elizabeth (Qucen), fends the Earl of Bedford 

Ambaffador to France, 357. Sends Randolph 
to the Lords of Reformation in Scotland, ibid. 
Refents the Queen of Scots not ratifying the Trea- 
ty of Edinburgh, 360. Writes to the States of 
Scotland, zbid. Compliments the Queen of Scots 
on her Arrival there, 365. Sends Sir Peter 
Mewtas to ber, 373. Writes a complaining 


Letter to her, 374. 
Enquiry, into the Life and Writings of Homer, 
II 
Epaminondas, his Charaéter, pt 
Erafmus, cen/ured, 443, 449 
Erskine (Lord) bis Bebaviour to the Regent of 
_ Scotland, 122 
Evil, Effay on the Origin of it, 67 
F. 


Etithes, an Account of them, 269 to 273 
Fetifh Gold, 275 
Feuquieres (Marquis De), bis Memoirs, 440 
Forfter (Mr. Jofeph), 4 moft profound Writer, 68 


Fountains, whence they are derived, 66 
Frugality, i/uftrious Examples of it, Iss 
GOLD 
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INDE X, 


G. 


OLD (of Guinea) the Manner of trading 

for it, : 275 
Gnozer, the ancient Notion of it, 285 
Grain, @ very troublefome Hebrew Letter, 284 
Gravefande (Dr. James) his Elements of Philofo- 
PY 463 
Grierfon (Mrs.) her Charaéter, 311 
Greece, its primitive State, 180. its Religion and 
Learning copied from Egypt, 185. lts Man- 


ners in Homer’s Time, 186 
H. 

Arris (Dr.) his Obfervations, 278. His Ac- 

count of bimfelf, 279 

Heb. i. 8, 9, 10. animadverted on, 460 


Hexepla of Origen, 444. 
Hiftory, an Encomium on it, 148. Sacred Hifto- 
vy, its peculiar Charaéter, 166. Method of 
teaching it, 168. Prophane Hiffory, the Cour/e 
in fiudying it, 245° 
Hobbes (Mr.) blamed, 285 
Homer, 4 Queftion relating to him, 114. Thought 
by the Ancients to be infpired, ibid. His Coun- 
try, 116. The happy Period of his Birth, 181. 
Fis publick Advantages, ibid.to 188. His per- 
fonal good Fortune, ibid.to 192. His Acquire- 
ments, 193. His Travels, ibid. His Mytholo- 
Ly 194,201,202. His Miracles, 294. His 
Phoenician Learning, 296. His Felicity in fe- 
veral Particulars, 297 to 304. The Extent of 
his Knowledge, 305. The Queftion relating to 
him refolved, 307 
Horace, bis Meaning examined, 335 


Hh 3 Hughes 



























Hughes (Mr. John) Memoirs of bis Life and 


Writings, 234 
Hugutius, an Account of him, 448 
Hypothefis, a new one ii Philofophy , 100 

I. 
Ablonzky (Dr.) celebrated, 22 


Jack i (Mr. John) his Differtation on Mat- 
ter and Spirit, 95. His Definition of abfivatt 
Ideas, 407. His Argument to prove Space real- 
ly exiflent and infinite, 408. His Numeration 
Yable of the Infinity of Number, 412. His 
perplexing Argument about Diftance, 414, 416. 
‘His Phi ‘lofopby of thinking Subflance, 417 to 


A421 

Jerom (St.) bis Zranflation of ihe Bible commended, 
' 44f 
Jews, God's Defign in felefing them, 169 
Important Poiats, the ancient Method of propofing 
then, 287 
ee a@ Dijcourfe on the Word, 44.4, 
John i. y 7. vindicated, 4s7 
John i. 1, 25 3. confidered, 4s8 


Jofeph, 75e Lutention of Providence in afflicting bim, 
174. bat determined Pharaoh to prefer bim, 175 


Jolephus, an Account of him, 399 
ha 
Abat (Father) quoted, 332 


Language, rifes and falls with States, 183. 
That of the Greeks metaphorical, 184. What 
Sort is fit for a great Poet, 187 

Law (Mr.) bis Conception of Diffance, 414. Ex- 
cludes Extenfion from the Idea of [pivitual Sub- 
fanle, 417 

3 Leith, 

















INDEX. vij 


Leith, Part of it burnt, 126 
L’Eftrange (Sir Roger) bis Talent chara&erifed, 
Life (buman) an Effay on it, as 
Longitude, a Method propos'd for afcertaining it, 
Luke (St.) Remarks on the 19 ¥. of bis xsi 
Chapter, 4.33 
Luxury, the Exce/s of it in the Decienfion of the 
Roman Empire, v4 
Lycurgus, borrox ved his Lnflitutions from the Cre- 
tans, 198 
M. 


Anners, their Progee fot; 170 
Manner #2 writing, what ? 246 
Manufcript (Alexandrian) preferable ta the Vati- 
can, 22 


Mary (of Guile, Regent of Scotland ) eb ae 
the Congregation, 118. Reflores the Popifo Ser- 
vice at Edinburgh, 121. Takes foelter in the 
Caftle there, 123. Falls fick, 125. Curfes her 
Counfellors, ibid. Her prudent Care in ber Sick- 
weft, 127. Takes leave of the Confederate No- 
bility, 128. Hrr Charatter, 129, 

Mary (Queen of Scots) afraid to venture to Scot- 
land, 362. Cajoles the Englith Minifler at the 
French Court, ibid. Talks big to him, 363. 
Sets out from Paris, 364. Arrives at Leith, 

— 365. Sends Maitland to the Court of England, 
ibid. Settles her Privy Council, 367. Ereéis a 
Court of Fuftice at Jedburgh, 368. Ts very 
gracious to Mr~Randolph, 369. Afakes great 
Profeffions of Affettion “and Efteem for Queen 
Elizabeth, 370. Writes to ber, 373. Writes 
to her again, 5 375 

Matth. xxvi. 26 criticifed, 433 

Hh 4 Mcdi- 
















































































































































































INDE X. 


VilJ 

Mediterranean Sea, the Pleafures of st, 263 

Mewtas (Sir Peter) bis Negotiation in Scotland, 
| 373 


Middleton (Dr.) bis Differtation on Printing, 53 
Milton (John) Memoirs of him, 25. His Cha- 
ratter, 35. A Panegyrick on his Writings, 43. 
4A Paffage of Paradife regain'd criticifed, 176 


Mirth, the Affettation of it cenfured, 250 

Mithology, the Nature of it, 206 

Moon (Luna) Queflions relating to it, 314. 

Morning, variou/ly defcribed, 352 

Morality, te Foundation of it wretchedly account- 

ed for, 69 

Mutchenbrock (M/r.) bis Letter to Dr. Defagu- 

liers about magnetick Sand, 9 
N. 

Aples, the odd Temperature of the Air there, 

466 

Nature, 7icludes the Sciences, 305. Homet’s d- 

vantages by copying it, 306 

Nimrod, di/regarded of God, 170 

Nothing, a Di/pute about it, , 406 
O. 

Crant, de/cribed, 377 


Ode, Mr. Hughes to Ear] Cowper, 336. 
An Account of fome others, by the fame Author, 


3395 340 

Olympiads (Phlegon’s) 2 Di/pute about them, 
| 384 

Opuntia (Indian Fg) grows in Water, 8 
Oxford (Eari of) celebrated, 17 


Oyfel (Mr. D’) fent to Queen Elizabeth, 360 


I Papias, 





























7. 


Apias, an Account of him, 449 
P Paradife Loft, Remarks on it, 23. Hiftory 

of it, 43 
Pendulums, Experiments relating to them, 13 
Pelopidas, the Deliverer of bis Country, 254 
Pericles, bis admirable Charaéter, 249 
Perfpicuity of Stile, the Nature of it, 345 


Pertinax, his Greatne/s of Soul, 
Phoenicians, fam’d for Shipping, 296. Their Ped- 


lars defcribed, ibid. 
Pherecydes, a Grecian Virtuo/o, 296 
Phocyas, the Charaéter of him cenfured, 3gt 


Photius, 4 Di/pute concerning him, 385 
Place (Conyers), bis Eftimate of the Morals of an 
Atheift, 139. Lis Notions of the Foundation of 
Good and Evil, 141. His Contempt of Reafon, 
144. 

Pleafure ix being deceived, an Effay on it, 348 
Powel (Dr. David) a Welth Hiftorian, 219 


Printing, its Origin in England, 43 
Propriety of Style, what conftitutes it, 344. 
Q. 

Uibble (4), unquibbled, A2F 
Queries propounded, 289 
R. 


Aillery, fee Mirth. 


Rattle(nake, its enchanting Power, 326 


Realon, the Mifchiefs of it, 340 
Reputation, the Folly of excefive Concern for it, 
1v9 


Republi- 
































x INDE X. 


Republicans, az Apolegy for them, 37 

Revelation, ais Oljettion to the Truth of it anfwer- 

ed, 391 

hes 1.14, 20. apply d, - 93 
s. 

Acrament of the Lord’s Supper, a Difcourfe on 

it, 428 

Salmafius writes for King Charles I. 30 


Sandilands (Sir James) his Treatment in France, 


376 
Selfithnefs ¢he grand Scurce of Pleafure, 348 


Shattsbury (Lord) imitated, 114. 
Snakes worfbipped in W hydah, 271 
Somers (Lord) a Miftake relating to him rettify'd, 
4V 

Sprat (Dr.) 4is Style applazded, 347 
anaes (Robert) az Account of bis Thefaurus, 
441 
Stephen (Sir) bis wicked Zeal, 204, 
Stow (John) Memoirs of bis Life and Writings, 
204 


Subflance, /feveral Opinions about the Nature of it, 
101 to 106. Mr. — s Notion of it, ibid. 
That of God, not the fame with that of Matter, 
lit. Zhe Indivif bility of fpiritual Subfiance 
confidered, 107. The original Particles of ma- 


terial Subftance proved to be individual, 109 
Sugar, the way of making it, 277 
Suidas, a Controver/y concerning him, 384. 
Sykes Dr.) bis Mildnefs commended, 382 


Symmachus, /ce Theodotion. 


Temple 
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‘Emple (Sir William) bis Style praifed, 349 
‘Tetrapla of Origen, /ee Hexapla. 


Themiftocles, bis Charaéter, 247 
Theodotion, ¢ranjflates the Bible, 444, 
Tillotfon (Archbifbop) an incomparable Writer, 
347 
Timoleon, bis heroick Accomplifbments, 257 
Tranflations (Oriental) their Ufefulne/s, 17 
Trithemius confuted, 445° 
V. 
Efpafian, bis Humility, 158 
Viliars (Marfhbal) Memoirs of him, 235 
Vincentius Lirin, bis Rule recommended, 88 
Virtue efential to true Poetry, 186 
Ww. 


Aterland (Dr.) bis Writings recommended, 


; ; 4yy 
Watts (Dr.) his Notion of Subftance, 1024 103 


Wollafton (Mr.) bis Definition of Reafon difpa- 
raged, L4y 


FIN T Ss. 


